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Pos.iic Gawenat Sraturzs. . 





Case Reported this Week. 
Clifford v. Phillips 





Current Topics. 


The Vacation Judge. 


Mr. Justice Pickrorp had a comparatively light list of about 
eighteen cases on Wednesday. With the present week his term 
of sitting will end, and he will be succeeded by Mr. Justice 
PARKER. 


Lord Halsbury. : 


WE REFERRED last week to the birthday of a legal veteran; 
this week brings a similar anni of another. Lord 
Hatspury, we understand, attained his eighty-second year on 
eg - ye Pret yg — him two yes ago presiding in 
the Court o at the re-opening of the courts— 7 
smiling, and apparently with no care or trouble in the ww 
except the irritating friction of his full-bottomed wig on his 
neck—could have imagined that he was then an octogenarian ? 
The loss of office does not seem to have affected his spirits or 
health; he is a man of wide interests, and in default .of the 
engrossing duties which he had so long discharged he would 
no doubt turn to his books. A Queen’s Counsel who retired 
from practice many years announced that he was going to 
begin his education. Lord Harssury cannot say that, for few 
men have a more extensive acquaintance with literature than 
himself, but he will doubtless revel in the leisure which enables 
him to return to his studies. Besides, do we not all know 
he is to bring out a mighty work on the laws of England? 
have not heard much of late of the progress of this work, and 
learned editor’s best friends have never claimed for him 
capacity for sustained and laborious industry. His forte 
always been marvelously rapid apprehension of the i 
matters laid before him, and this has served him well 
the bar and on the bench, and also, if rumour is correct, in 
counsels of the Cabinet. 


New Land Transfer Rules. 


We paint elsewhere some rules (the draft of which we pub- 
lished two months ago) altering the Land Transfer Rules, 1903. 
The most important of the alterations are those providing for 
the keepi web fee RAR oi maps, which are 
together to be called “the Land Registry General Map.” Each 
of these maps is to be either an extract from the ordnance map, 
revised and corrected as may be necessary, or a map on 
and uniform with the ordnance map, and so constructed that any 
parcel shewn on it can be accurately located on the ordnance 
map. The will be numbered for reference, and the 
General Map may, if the i thinks fit, be combined, 
wholly or partly, with the existing index maps, which shew the 
position and extent of every regi af by means of 
colour, together with the number of the title (rule 12 of 1908). 
A Parcels Book is to be kept identifying the parcels on 
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General Map by their reference numbers with the numbers of 
the titles, and showing any cautions existing against first regis- 
tration. It is further provided that the land comprised in a title 
shall be described either by means of the relative parcel number 
on the General Map, or by means of a separate plan filed in the 
registry, as the registrar shall in each case direct; but any 
proprietor will be entitled to have his land described by a 
separate filed plan on such reasonable terms as to cost as the 
registrar may require. The schedule to the rules contains a list 
of numerous amendments to the rules of 1903 which will be 
necessitated by the introduction of the General Map. 


The Bankruptcy Report. 

Tue Bankruptcy Report.for 1906, which has been recently 
issued, shews a falling off in that year of the total amount of 
insolvency as compared with 1904 and 1905, though the effect 
of recent financial depression had by no means passed away. 
In 1904 the number of bankruptcies was 4,546, and of deeds of 
arrangement 4,085; in 1905 the figures were 4,764 and 3,839; 
giving total insolvencies for the two years of 8,631 and 8,603 
respectively. The bankruptcies in 1906 were 4,436, and deeds 
of arrangement 3,641, giving a total of 8,077. The decrease 
was therefore 526 as compared with 1905. But though the 
drop was considerable, it left the aggregate very much higher 
than in the earlier part of the period of ten years for which the 
figures are given. In 1899, which was the best year of the ten, 
the number was only 7,085. The estimated loss to creditors in 
1906 under bankruptcies was £5,133,325, and under deeds of 
arrangement £2,792,886, the total giving an increase of over a 
quarter of a million as compared with 1905. 


Causes of Bankruptcy in 1906. 


Ovt or the whole number of bankruptcies in 1906 there were 
twenty-six in which the unsecured liabilities exceeded £20,000. 
Of these eight were cases of ordinary trading and thirteen were 
cases of financial and speculative enterprize. Extravagance and 
gambling accounted for the remainder. In the two preceding 
years the total of liabilities in speculative cases was very much 
in excess of those in cases of ordinary trading. This was 
especially so in 1904, when speculation gave total liabilities of 
close on two millions and ordinary trading gave a little over 
half a million. In 1906 these two classes of liabilities 
were each about three-quarters of a million; but this approxi- 
mation of liabilities was due to a specially large failure in 
the ordinary trading class in which the estimated unsecured 
liabilities exceeded half a million. This was the bankruptcy of 
a firm of Indian bankers with a London branch, which was 
matter of notoriety at the time. One casein which the unsecured 
liabilities were £128,000, and the assets only £7,000, seems to 
have been due to well-intentioned efforts in the public interest. 
It was the result of an attempt on the part of a gentleman of 

means to construct a light railway in the county division 
which he had for many years represented in Parliament. 
Under deeds of arrangement the total number of cases with 
liabilities exceeding £20,000 was fourteen. Out of the 4,436 cases 
of bankruptcy there were 701 in which non-official trustees 
were appointed. Five hundred and fifty-one applications 
by official receivers for authority to employ solicitors were 
sanctioned by the Bankruptcy Department, but the total law 
costs charged to estates by official receivers in the 4,118 cases 
closed in 1906 in respect of proceedings subsequent to the 
receiving order was only £3,762, or an average of 18s. 3d. per 
case. The smallness of the business attending most bank- 
ruptcies is shewn by the statistics of the assets realized in these 
4,118 cases. In 12 per cent. no assets were realized, in 35 per 
cent. the assets realized were under £25, and in 16 per cent. 
they were between £25 and £50. The average realization was 
£75, and the percentage of total costs to gross assets realized 
was 35°61. The work of realization was done at a total cost of 
£163,730, which was £35,396 in excess of stamps and fees 
received. 


Devastavit by Executor. 


_ Aw interestine application of the rule that the six years’ 
limitation applies in favour of an executor who is sued in respect 
of a devastavit occurred in the decision of the Court of Appeal 





in Lacons v. Wormall (1907, 2 K. B. 350). A testator, whose 
will was proved in 1897, had in 1891 guaranteed to the plaintiffs 
the payment of premiums on policies on the life of one of his 
sons. The executor had notice of the guarantee, but in 1898 he 
paid over the balance of the estate to the residuary legatee 
without making provision for it. The premiums were duly paid 
till 1903. There was then default, and the liability under 
the guarantee consequently accrued, but the action to 
enforce it was not commenced till June, 1905. The executor 
had at that time no assets of the testator in his hands to 
meet the liability, and he had in fact committed a devastavit 
by handing over the estate to the residuary legatee. In the 
county court where the action was brought judgment was given 
against him personally. This result, however, was reversed by 
the Oourt of Appeal upon the ground that the devastavit, 
having occurred in 1898, was more than six years old, and the 
action upon it was therefore barred by the Limitation Act, 1623. 
This appears to be in accordance with the authorities, though 
the matter is by no means free from difficulty. The question 
whether an executor can rely upon the statute seems to 
depend entirely on the nature of the proceedings in which it is 
sought to enforce liability against him. If, for instance, 
he is required to account as executor for the assets of 
the testator, such assets as he has not properly disposed of 
are deemed to be still in his hands, and he is not allowed to set 
up his own devastavit and then claim the benefit of the statute 
in respect of it: Re Marsden (26 Ch. D. 783), Re Hyatt (38 
Ch. D. 609). If, on the other hand, the action is founded 
directly upon the devastavit, the executor can set up the statute. 
The devastavit is a tort to the creditor in respect of his personal 
estate, and the statutory limitation upon actions of tort applies: 
Thorne v. Kerr (2 K. & J. 54), Re Gale (22 Oh. D. 820). In 
Lacons v. Wormall (supra) the action was treated as being of this 
nature and consequently the plaintiff's claim to enforce the 
guarantee against the executor personally was barred. 


Law Reporters and Shorthand. 


Lorp CampseEtt, whose four volumes of law reports are well 
known, was also a parliamentary reporter on the Morning 
Chronicle at the opening of the nineteenth century, and in an 
article in a recent number of Macmillan’s Magazine there is an 
extract from his autobiography containing some observations 
on the subject of reporting. “I knew nothing,” says Lord 
Oamppeit, “and did not desire to know anything, of short- 
hand. Shorthand writers are wholly incompetent to report a 
good speech, because they attend to words without entering into 
the thoughts of the speaker. To have a good report of a speech 
the reporter must thoroughly understand the subject discussed, 
and be qualified to follow the reasoning, to feel the pathos, to 
relish the wit, and to be warmed by the eloquence of the speaker. 
He must apprehend the whole scope of the speech, as well as 
attend to the happy phraseology in which the ideas of the 
— are expressed. He should take down notes in 
abbreviated longhand, as he can, for aids to his memory. He 
must then retire to his room, and, looking at these, recollect the 
speech as it was delivered, and give it with all the same fidelity, 

int, and spirit as the speaker would write it out if preparing 
it for the Press. Fidelity is the first and indispensable requisite, 
but this does not demand an exposure of inaccuracies and 
repetitions.” There can be little doubt that Lord Caupsety held 
similar views with regard to law reporting. His reports of the 
judgments of Lord ELtenzorovan give us merely the compressed 
essence of what the learned judge must have said, and the same 
eonciseness is to be found in the work of later reporters. It cannot 
be supposed that the reports in Barnewall and Alderson, Barne- 
wall and Oresswell, and Meeson and Welsby make any attempt 
at a literal reproduction of the exact words used by the eminent 
judges who then sat on the bench. But the law reporters of 
the present day appear to have come to the conclusion that there 
is a demand for the spsissima verba of the judges, and, unless 
we are much mistaken, their reports of some of the judges— 
particularly those of the Chancery Division—cannot have been 


prepared from notes in longhand, but are more or less the work . 


of the shorthand writer. There will probably always be a 


controversy as to the relative merits of shorthand and longhand 
_reports, But the profession can hardly hope to be supplied 
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with law reporters fully competent to understand the subject of 
a difficult law case and to follow the reasoning of counsel, and 
yet able and willing to take down in shorthand and transcribe 
the oral judgments of the court. 


Professional Sureties in New York. 


THE NEWsPAPERS have recently informed us that the State of 
New York, owing to abuses in the system of taking bail for the 
appearance of persons who have been arrested late in the day, 
is about to introduce night sittings of the police courts. England 
has not always been free from abuses of this sort. Arrest on 
mesne process has now been abolished, but in the reign of 
Gzorce IV. Mr. Proxwiox was told by his solicitor that three or 
four men of shabby genteel appearance who were hanging 
about Serjeants’-inn would bail iim to any amount, and only 
charge half-a-crown. Mr. Pickwick was highly indignant, and 
inquired whether these men “earned a livelihood by waiting 
about here to perjure themselves before the judges of the land 
at the rate of half-a-crown a crime.” Bail has little to do 
with civil proceedings at the present day, and in criminal pro- 
ceedings we have heard of no scandals relating to the admis- 
sion of prisoners to bail. But it is alleged that in New 
York persons are arrested for the most trivial offences in 
pursuance of a corrupt arrangement between professional sureties 
and the police, whereby the surety pays the policeman a per- 
centage of that which he receives as the price of becoming surety. 
It is stated that every police stetion has its recognized bondsman 
or surety; that the policeman who makes the arrest informs the 
prisoner that he can have bail if he pays for it in cash, and the 
prisoner is thereby induced to procure the money with the least 
possibledelay. He is then visited in his cell by the surety, who, 
upon receipt of the amount demanded by him, agrees to go bail. A 
Royal Commission of inquiry has its defects, but it is to be 
regretted that the State of New York has no effective substitute 
for it. With regard to the institution of night police-courts, 
“lightning justice” has its advantages and its disadvantages. 
It is calculated to place a serious burden on the witnesses ; to 
remove police constables from their duties; and to put difficulties 
in the way of calling evidence as to character. But New Yorkers 
will probably resign themselves to these inconveniences if they 
bring about the extinction of a class so pestilential as professional 
sureties. 


‘¢On Either Side’’ of the Bridge. 


THE WELL-KNOWN ambiguity of the word ‘ either” receives a 
remarkable illustration from the judgment of Pxriurmorg, J., 
in the recent case of Rhondda Urban Council v. Taff Vale Railway 
(1907, 1 K. B. 739). This was an action to compel the defend- 
ant company to widen a bridge under the 51st section of the 
Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. The circumstances 
of the case are somewhat obscure, and, though of importance 
to the parties, they are of so unusual a character as to 
little general interest; nor does the distinction between the 
“ bridge ” and the “approaches” on which the actual decision 
turned seem likely to be of very wide application. But there is 
one point incidentally touched upon which is of great import- 
ance in the construction of the section. The 50th section first 
lays down a general rule, that in the case of a bridge carry- 
ing a public carriage road over a railway, the road shall 
have a clear space between the fences thereof of twenty- 
five feet. This is the normal width. This is followed by 
a proviso that the width need not exceed the average 
available width of the existing roads within fifty yards 
of the railway where that average is less than the normal 
width. Then comes the second proviso, imposing a duty to 
widen a bridge in such eases when the circumstances have 
changed, the words of which are: “ Provided also that if at 
any time after the construction of the railway the average 
available width of any such road shall be increased beyond the 
width of such bridge on either side thereof, the company shall be 
bound, at their own expense, to increase the width of the said 
bridge to such extent as they may be required by the trustees 
or surveyors of such road, not exceeding the width of such road 
as so widened, or the maximum width herein or in the special 
Act prescribed for a bridge in the like case over or under the 
railway.” In the case of the bridge in question the road on 
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one side had been widened since the bridge was made. On the 
other side also the road had been widened, but only to a point 
which was fally fifty yards from the “bridge proper.” After 
— some comments on the language of the section, the 
learned judge observed: ‘‘ No construction, however, has been 
suggested which would affect the decision in this case, if it,.he held 
that a duty to widen to twenty-five feet arises when the road 
approaching the bridge at one end is widened, though the road 
at the other end remains narrow. That the duty so arises was 
hardly —— and I so decide.” We confess we have always 
unders the words of the section in a contrary sense, as 
equivalent to “on each side,” or “ on both sides.” That they are 
capable of this sense is plain. Mr. Stroup quotes the following 
illustration by Linptxy, M.R.: ‘Either’ may mean both, as 
when you say ‘ on either side of the road there is a public-house’ 
—that means on each side” (Re Pickworth, 1899, 1 Ch. 642). 
In this very judgment, by a figure of irony which is sufficiently 
quaint (if it was not intentional), Purtirmors, J., himself says: 
“On the second point either side has pressed me with the supposed 
inconvenience and absurdity which will result,” &c. This clearly 
means both sides, The sense and reason of the enactment in 
section 51 appear to point to the same meaning, for the object 
is to do away with the constricted portion of the passage which 
the company were formerly allowed to have; and there would 
be little use in widening the bridge if the road on one side 
still remained narrow. This is not a question merely of incon- 
venience or absurdity with reference to the alleged distinction 
between “bridge” and “approaches,” but a fundamental 
question of the construction of the words upon which the com- 
pulsory jurisdiction of the court arises; and if the question is 
again raised in a plain and simple form, the dictum of PatLiimorg, 
J., can hardly be accepted as a decision that the section compels 
the widening of a bridge in the case supposed. 


{ 





Exit Ae Harkness and Allsopp.* 


Tum Married Women’s Property Act, 1907, which we owe to the 
exertions of the Law Society, will remove.a defect in the law due 
to the technical construction placed upon the Act of 1882 by Mr. 
Justice Nort in the above-mentioned case, which has given rise 
to constant trouble in the investigation of titles. Every lawyer 
will be thankful for this relief, and will congratulate the Council 
of the Law Society on their success in getting through: the Bill 
in the recent crowded session of Parliament. We trust we shall 
not be considered ungrateful if, while explaining its provisions, 
we venture to suggest a point on which information seems to be 
desirable as to the object intended to be attained. 

Section 1 (1) declares that “a married woman is able, without 
her husband, to dispose of, or to join in disposing of, real or 
personal property held by her solely or jointly with any other 
person as trustee or personal representative in like manner as if 
she were a femme [sic] sole.” An anxious desire to circumvent 
a technical judge or else a wish to follow the wording of section 
18 of the Act of 1882 accounts for some tautology in the section. 
If a married woman trustee is empowered to dispose of trust 
property “in like manner as if she were a feme sole” she is 
necessarily enabled to do so without the concurrence of her hus- 
band; hence the words “ without her husband” are superfluous, 
and it may be thought that it would have been sufficient to 
provide simply that “as regards real or personal property held 
by a married woman, solely or jointly, as trustee or personal 
representative, she shall be competent to act in all respects as if 
she were a feme sole trustee or personal representative.” _ 

There can be no objection, however, as regards generality of 
scope, to the words “dispose of” used in the new Act, ch 
also occur in sections 2 and 5 of the Act of 1882. They are 
“ not technical words, but ordinary English words of wide mean- 
ing; and where not limited by the context those words are suffi- 
cient to extend to all acts by which a new interest (legal or 
equitable) in the property is effectually created” (per SrmLina, 
J., in Carter v. Carter, 1896, 1 Ch., at p. 67). Hence they 
would seem to apply to a declaration of trust executed by a 
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married woman trustee, by the direction of beneficiaries, in 
favour of new beneficiaries, and to an assent to a devise under 
section 3 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, since the effect of 
such assent is to vest the legal estate in the devisee. 

The commencement of the Act is (section 4 (2) ) postponed 
until the Ist of January next ; but by section 1 (2) the section is 
on that date to “operate to render valid and confirm all such 
dispositions [7.e., by a married woman trustee without her hus- 
band] made after the 3lst day of December, 1882, whether 
before or after the commencement of this Act.” We do not 
understand the reason for leaving married women trustees in- 
capable of making an immediately effectual disposition without 
their husbands for four months. If a married woman trustee 
conveys without her husband before the expiration of that 
period, her conveyance will, during such period, be wholly in- 
effectual: what will happen if she subsequently within the 
period conveys, with the concurrence of her husband, the same 
property to another person? As we shall see presently, the 
conveyance with the concurrence of the husband will “prevail 
over any title which would otherwise be rendered valid by this 
section.” So far as we can see, the effect of the Act, during 
the above-mentioned period, is practically to render obligatory 
the expense and trouble of acknowledging a deed which, with- 
out acknowledgment, will become valid on the Ist of January 
next. If we are wrong as to this, we shall be glad to be set 
right. 

The concluding clause of sub-section 2 provides that “ where 
any title or right has been acquired through, or with the con- 
currence of, the husband before the commencement of this Act, 
that title or right shall prevail over any title or right which 
would otherwise be rendered valid by this section.” This pro- 
vision is necessary in view of the validation (after the Ist of 
January next), as from the 31st of December, 1882, of disposi- 
tions by married women trustees alone; and it would have been 
free from objection if the Act had been made to commence at 
once, or if the proviso had been limited to titles or rights ac- 
quired before the passing of the Act. But as the proviso now 
stands, its practical effect appears to be to enable every married 
woman trustee or executrix who has conveyed freehold land or 
assigned leasehold land without the concurrence of her husband 
to practically revoke such conveyance or assignment before the 
Ist of January next by a new disposition made with the con- 
currence of her husband. As every conveyancer knows how fre- 
quently the concurrence of the husband has been omitted in the 
past, this effect of the proviso is somewhat disquieting. Let us 
hope that the new year will be reached without any untoward 
results. 

We propose hereafter to consider the other provisions of the 


Act. 





The Public Authorities Protection 
Act, 1893. 


II.—Present Statutory Prorscrion (continued). 
(3) The Matters in respect of which Protection is Given 
(continued). 

(ce) Municipal undertakings.—Local authorities who are exer- 
cising their ordinary statutory authority are entitled to the pro- 
tection of the Act; as when a local authority, in pursuance of 
the Local Government Act, 1894, s. 26 (1), causes the removal of 
a fence in assertion of an alleged public right of way: Greenwell 
v. Howell (1900, 1 Q. B. 535), Offin v. Rochford Rural District 
Council (1906, 1 Ch. 342); or when, as the burial authority, it 
uses land for burial purposes: '’oms v. Clacton Urban District 
Council *(1898, 46 W. R. 629). Cases of this kind are clear 
enough, but a very important question arose in regard to the 
various undertakings of a commercial nature which are now 
carried on by local bodies under statutory authority. Previously 
to the Act of 1893 these were not protected. Thus, in Ongley v. 





Chatham Local Board (1887, 4 T. L. R. 6) it was held that 
works done by the defendants on a pier which was vested in 
them, under an order made under the Piers and Harbour Act, 
1861, were not done in pursuance of the Public Health Act, 





1875, and consequently were not within the protection of section 
264 of that Act. But the general words of the Act of 1893 have 
been held to bring in all forms of municipal enterprise carried 
on under statutory sanction. This was first decided by the 
Court of Appeal in The Ydun (1899, P. 236), with respect to 
the powers of the Corporation of Preston as the port and har- 
bour authority for that town under the Ribble Navigation and 
Preston Dock Act, 1883. The action was for damage to the 
plaintiffs’ ship through the alleged negligence of the corpora- 
tion’s servants in inviting the ship to come where there was 
insufficient water. It was held that the corporation were acting 
in pursuance of their public duties, for without the Act of Parlia- 
ment they would have had no authority in the matter at all. 
Powers and corresponding duties, observed VaucHan WILLIAMS, 
L.J., were imposed by the Act. 

And the same principle has been applied to municipal 
electric lighting and tramway undertakings. In Chamber- 
lain & Hookham (Limited) v. Bradford Corporation 
(1900, 83 L. T. 518) the defendants, under the autho- 
rity of a provisional order confirmed by statute, let out for hire 
electric meters which were alleged to be an infringement of the 
plaintiffs’ patent. It was held that this was done in execution 
of a public authority, and that the defendants were entitled to 
the benefit of the Act of 1893. Similarly, the statute was held 
to apply in Jeremiah Ambler & Sons (Limited) v. Bradford Cor- 
poration (1902, 2 Ch. 585), where the action was brought in 
regard to the erection of sluices to divert water to supply 
motive power for electrical machinery. The Act, it was said, 
extended to a municipal authority supported primarily by the 
levy of rates, which was bound to apply all the earnings of any 
undertaking authorized by statute in relief of the ratepayers. 
And it is the same with municipal tramways; the defendants 
are entitled to statutory protection in an action brought by a 
passenger for injury caused by the negligence of their servants: 
Parker v. London County Council (1904, 2 K. B. 501), Lyles v. 
Southend Corporation (1905, 2 K. B. 1). In the latter case an 
attempt was made to exclude the corporation from the Act on 
the ground that it was carrying on the business of a common 
carrier. But the Court of Appeal distinguished Palmer v. 
Grand Junction Railway Co. (1839, 4 M. & W. 749), and Car 
pue v. London and Brighton Railway Co. (1844, 5 Q. B. 747), 
where railway companies were thus excluded, by pointing out 
that the railway companies, under their private Acts, had only 
the right of becoming carriers; the municipal corporation, on 
the other hand, having once got their order, were under a duty to 
carry on the tramways. 

(4) The nature of the protection given. 


Under the previous statutes the defendant was entitled, 
among other advantages, to notice of action, the object being 
to enable him to avoid litigation by tendering amends for any 
wrong he may have done in the attempt to perform his statu- 
tory duty. Under the present Act the same result is attained 
by rendering the plaintiff liable to pay solicitor and client 
costs if he has not given the defendant a sufficient opportunity 
of tendering amends. Hence the necessity for notice of action 
has gone, and such notice is not now required. Similarly the 
statutory right to local venue has been withdrawn in pursuance 
of the policy of the Judicature Acts: see Buckley v. Hull Docks 
Co. (1893, 2 Q. B. 93); and also the right to plead the general 
issue. The matters, therefore, to which it is necessary to refer 
are the period of limitation and the right to solicitor and client 
costs. 

(a) The siz months’ limitation.—An action or other proceeding 
which falls within the statute must be commenced “ within six 
months next after the act, neglect, or default complained of, or, 
in case of a continuance of injury or damage, within six months 
after the ceasing thereof.” Under the previous statutes various 
forms of limitation were used: “after the fact committed” 
(Highway Act, 1835, and Larceny Act, 1861, and other statutes) ; 
“after the act complained of shall have been committed” (Jus- 
tices Protection Act, 1848) ; “after the accruing of the cause of 
action” (Metropolitan Building Act, 1855 ; Public Health Act, 
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1875). In local statutes authorizing the taking of land and con- 
struction of works, it was usual to provide for the case of con- 
tinuing damage, and then the six months was reckoned after 
the damage had ceased: see Fraser v. Swansea Canal Co. 
(1834, 1 A. & E. 354) on a canal Act of 1794; Carpue v. London 
and Brighton Railway Co. (1844, 5 Q. B. 747), on a railway 
Act of 1837. The full form of words, providing for continuance 
of injury, was introduced into the Army Act, 1881, and subse- 
quently into the Act of 1893. 

Time runs from the “act complained of.”—The ascertain- 
ment of the “act complained of ”—the expression in the Act of 
1893 which answers to the “fact committed” of the older 
statutes—is usually easy. Thus, in an action for trespass by 
pulling down fences in assertion of an alleged public right of 
way, it is the pulling down of the fences, and from this date 
time runs: Offin v. Rochford Rural District Council (1906, 
1 Ch. 342). In cases of wrongful distress and sale, time has 
been held te run as against an owner not in possession—as 
where the distress is on barges in the possession of a lessee 
(Fraser v. Swansea Canal Co., 1834, 1 A. & E. 354)—from the 
sale and not from the distress; and the same rule has been 
applied as regards an owner in possession, since the seizure is 
only conditional until sale: Collins v. Rose (1839, 5 M. & W. 
194). But, as regards a person in possession of the goods, 
there would seem in such a case to be a sufficient cause of 
action at the time of the distress, and this must be so where 
the distress is paid out, so that no sale follows. In Polley v. 
Fordham (1904, 2 K. B. 345), where the claim was against a 
magistrate for distress for a fine illegally imposed, it was held 
that the distress, and not the conviction, was the cause of 
action, so that the six months ran from the distress. 

Cases of subsidence-—The chief questions upon the reckoning 
of time arise in cases (1) where the damage occurs at a date 
subsequent to the act which causes it, and (2) where the damage 
is continuous. As regards cases of the former kind, the cause of 
action accrues when the damage happens and not at the time 
of the act which causes it (Backhouse v. Bonomi, 1858, 9 H. L. C. 
503), and under the former statutes it was held that the phrase 
“the fact committed” was to be referred to the happening of the 
damage—that is, it was equivalent to “accrual of the cause of 
action.” Thus, where the fall of a wall was due to an excavation 
previously made on adjoining land under statutory powers, time 
ran from the damage and not from the excavation: Roberts v. 
Read (1812, 16 East 215), on the Highway Act, 13 Geo. 3, c. 78, 
s. 81; Gillon v. Boddington (1824, Ry. & M. 161), on the 
London Dock Act, 39 & 40 Geo. 2, c. 47, 8. 151; see White- 
house v. Fellowes (1861, 10 C. B. N. S. 765). But where a sur- 
veyor of highways, acting under the former of these statutes, 
wrongfully encroached upon private property by building a 
wall, time ran from the commencement of the building, since 
the separation of the land was then complete: Wordsworth v. 
Harley (1830, 1 B. & Ad. 391). The “act complained of” in 
the statute of 1893 must receive the same construction as the 
“fact committed” in the former statutes. 

Continuance of damage.—In the above cases the damage, 
whether it follows the act which causes it immediately or after 
an interval, is at once complete, and when this is so there is no 
continuing cause of action. The effect of the damage may con- 
tinue, but this does not extend the time of limitation. Thus, 
where excavation causes the walls of a house to crack, the con- 
tinuance of the cracks does not constitute a continuance of 
damage within the meaning of the statute: Lloyd v. Wigney 
(1830, 6 Bing. 489). Similarly in the case of bodily injury, the 
injury is complete when the accident happens, and is not a 
continuing injury because the suffering continues: Carey v. 
Mayor of Bermondsey (1903, 67 J. P. 111). “The words ‘con- 
tinuance of injury or damage,’” said Bucxzey, J., in Harrington 
v. Corporation of Derby (1905, 1 Ch. 205), “do not mean or 
refer to a damage inflicted once and for all which continues 
unrepaired, but to a new damage recurring day by day in 
respect of an act done, it may be once and for all at some 
prior time, or repeated, it may be, from day to day.” Cases of 


from a completed excavation there follows a continuing 
subsidence (Crumbie v. Wallsend Local Board, 1891, 1 Q. B. 
503); or where cracks in the wall of a house get continuously 
worse: Fairbrother v. Bury Rural Sanitary Authority (1889, 
37 W. R. 544). Cases of repeated acts accompanied by con- 
tinuously recurring damage occur where a wrongful obstruction 
of a road (Wilkes v. Hungerford Market Co., 1835, 2 Bing. 
N. C. 281), or a pollution of a river (Harrington v. Corporation 
of Derby, supra), is continued from day to day ; see Kennet and 
Avon Canal Co. v. Great Western Railway Co. (1845, 7 Q. B. 
824). And wrongful imprisonment was treated upon this’ 
footing, each day being regarded as forming a new imprison- 
ment: Batley v. Warden (1815, 4M. & 8.400), Hardy +. Ryle 
(1829, 9 B. & C. 603). But there is no continuance of damage 
where the injury takes place at successive intervals, although 
the cause of the injury is continuing: Blakemore v. Glamorgan- 
shire Canal Co, (1829, 3 Y. & J. 60). Im such cases damages 
were formerly recoverable for six months (or other the time 
limited) before the action, unless the statute made the period 
of limitation run, in case of continuance of damage, from its 
cessation. Now the six months runs from the cessation of the 
damage, and, if the action is brought within that time, the 
ordinary period of limitation applies, and damages are recover- 
able for six years before the action: Harrington v. Corpora- 
tion of Derby (supra). 

Effect on other special limitations.—The six months’ limita- 
tion under the Act of 1893 applies also in favour of public 
authorities in cases where the action is otherwise subject to 
special limitations. Thus, in a case under the Fatal Accidents 
Act, 1846, which requires the action to be commenced within 
twelve months after the death of the deceased, this period is 
reduced to six months: Markey v. Tolworth Joint Hospital 
Board (1900, 2 Q. B. 454); there is no continuance of damage 
after his death of which his widow can take advantage; and 
since she can only maintain an action which the deceased could 
have maintained, she is barred if more tlian six months have 
elapsed between the accident and the death : Williams v. Mersey 
Docks, &c., Board (1905, 1 K. B, 804). And the statute is not 
impliedly repealed as regards public authorities by the Loco- 
motives Act, 1898, which provides a limitation of twelve months 
in an action by a highway authority to recover extraordinary 
expenses: Kent County Council v. Folkestone Corporation 
(1905, 1 K. B. 620). 

(To be concluded. ) 








Reviews. 
The Public Trustee Act, 1906. 


Tux Pusiic Trustee Act, 1906. Wita NoTEes AND OBSERVATIONS 
TuErgon. By ARTHUR REGINALD RuDALL and James WILLIAM 
Greic, LL.B., B.A. (Lond.), Barristers-at-Law. Bzmve 4 SuPPLE- 
MENT TO THE LAW OF TRUSTS AND TRUSTEES, by the same 
Authors. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The authors have issued this annotated edition of the recent Act as 

a supplement to their work on the Law of Trusts and Trustees, and 

although it might have been well to have waited for the rules, which 
been i 


the creation of the office of ‘‘ Custodian ” introduces a new 

element into.the law of trusts. The Ollaial Zrastes of Charity Lands 

and the Official Trustees of Charitable Funds are instances of similar 

custodian trustees, and we believe that the clauses on this subj 

which by the excellent management of the Law Society were 

in the Bill, were suggested by, and based on, there examples. 

Then follow the sections of the Act, mostly annotated. As to 

section 3 (administration of small estates) the authors remark that 

“the provisions of this section will, no doubt, if business in the offies 

of the Public Trustee be conducted with and despatch, prove 

wary, slvantagoous to. pout Rerens Son bet ces enolase 
\. era . 

estates. These are ~ ae = 





continuance of damage following upon a single act occur when 


added—namely, “‘ and if the Pu 4 
take the administration of small and unprofitable truste.” ‘The 
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language of section 3 (1) will enable him in very many cases to refuse 
to do so. 

The authors properly call attention to the far-reaching scope of 
section 13, i compels the condition and accounts of any trust, 
on the application of any trustee or beneficiary, to be investigated by 
a solicitor or public accountant agreed upon by the applicant and the 
trustees, or, in default of agreement, by the Public Trustee or some 
person appointed by him, the cost to be borne by the estate unless 
the Public Trustee otherwise directs, The inquiry into the ‘‘con- 
dition” of a trust may, as the authors point out, involve an 
investigation into the past history of the trust with a view 
to ascertain its comparative position at the time of the investi- 
gation. Many of our readers will be aware of long-standing 
trusts, in which some of the beneficiaries have been paid their shares 
from time to time ; investments have been frequently varied and new 
trustees have been frequently appointed, and they will be able to 
— the cost of investigation into the ‘‘ condition” of trusts such 
as these. We recall an instance where, for the purpose of the 
P tion of a general release, it was necessary to ascertain the 

ings with the trust estate. A mere outline or short statement of 
each of these dealings filled a folio volume. 

The book will be useful as an introduction to the experimental 
system about to be inaugurated, but it will be still more helpful when 
the rules are incorporated and placed under the proper sections. 





Books of the Week. 


An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents Other than Court 
Forms. By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel, under 
the General Editorship of AkTHUR UNDERHILL, M.A., LL.D., one of 
the Conveyancing Counsel of the High Court; assisted by HaroLp 
B. Bompas, M.A., and HumpsaRey H. Kina, B.A, LL.B., Barristers- 
— Vol, XIII. : Service Contracts to Settlements. Butterworth 


Encyclopedia of Local Government Law (exclusive of the 
Metropolis). Editor: JosHua ScHOLEFIELD, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. IV.: Hundreds to Nuisances. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of England, with Forms and Precedents 
by the Most Eminent Legal Authorities. Second Edition, Revised 
and Enlar, Vol. VI.: Factors Act to Hypotheque. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); William Green & Sons, Edinburgh. 


The English Reports. Vol. LXXVI.: King’s Bench Division V., 
containing Coke, Parts 1, 2, 3, and 4. William Green & Sons, 
Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Law relating to Compensation for Injuries to Workmen, being 
an ~y of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and of the 
Case Law Relevant Thereto, and including the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Rules and Forms, 1907. With the whole of the Regula- 
tions and Forms made under the Provisions of the Act by the Home 
Office, Treasury, and Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies. By O. M. 
Kwow1zs, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 

A Digest of Leading Oases on the Regulations for Preventing 
Collisions at Sea, with an Appendix containing the Regulations of 
1897, 1884, 1880, and 1863; Excerpt from Report of Trinity House 
Fog-Signal Committee in 1901, &c., and Notes. By Davip WRIGHT 
Smito, M.A., B.L., Solicitor, Glasgow. Edinburgh: T. & A. 
Constable. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. With Notes and Rules 
and Regulations under the Act. By W. AppinGTon WILLIS, 
LL.B.(Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Being the Tenth Edition of Willis’s 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & Sons, 

County Court Practice Made Easy, or Debt Collection Simplified. 
pA A Soxiorror. Third(Revised and Enlarged) Edition. Effingham 


The French Law of Bankruptcy and Winding-up of Limited 
Companies: The Conflict of Laws Arising Therefrom. By PIERRE 
PELLERIN, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


American Law Review. July-August, 1907. Editors: CHantes E. 
GRINNELL, Boston; Hannis Taylor, Washington. Reeves & 
Turner. 


Assessment of Compensation in Respect of Land Acquired Com- 

— by Statutory Companies and Public Authorities under the 

d Clauses Act, 1845. By R. A. Gorpon, M.A., LL.M., Barrister- 
at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The Citator. May, 1907. Reports of Civil Cases decided by the 
House of Lords, Privy Council (on appeal from the Colonies), King’s 


Bench, Chancery, and Court of Appeal in England, and by the 
Privy Council (on Appeal from Indias), the four Chartered Indian 





High Courts, the Chief Courts of Punjab, Lower Burma, and Mysore, 
pe the Judicial Commissioners of Oudh, Upper Burma, and the 
Central Provinces, and other Interesting Legal Matter. G. 8, 


Ramanadhier, Citator Publishing Office, Madras. 








Correspondence. 


Commission on Life Insurance Policy. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,— Whatever may be the right of a solicitor to keep the com- 
mission on & life insurance policy effected by him on a client’s life, 
there can be absolutely no objection to his retaining the commission 
offered to him by all offices on a policy effected by him on his own 
life. Ido not, however, think that many solicitors know that the 
commission paid by, at any rate, some of the American offices differs 
considerably from that paid by English offices, as I have found out 
to my cost in my own case. The English offices in which I am 
insured—and I believe all the English offices—allow 10 per cent. on 
the first premium and 5 per cent. on all renewal premiums, or £1 on 
the sum assured plus 24 per cent. on the renewal premiums. 

The American offices—or at least the Mutual Life Insurance Co. of 
New York, in which I am insured—allow 25 per cent. on the first 
year’s premium and nothing on the renewal premiums, or 10 per 
cent. on the first premium and 24 per cent, on renewal premiums for 
ten years only. 

Take a concrete instance: Suppose the annual premium to insure a 
life, aged 33, for £2,000 is £52 18s. 4d. in an English office, and £51 
in the Mutual of New York (these are actual figures taken from 
published prospectuses), the actual premium paid to the English 
company, if the proposer is in a position to claim the commission on 
his own policy, is £50 5s. 5d. for life; and in the American office 
above referred to £49 14s. 6d. for ten years, and afterwards £51. The 
fancied superiority, from the premium point of view, of the American 
offices is therefore fallacious. 

I do not think this is sufficiently known by intending insurers, and 
I write this to give others the benefit of my experience. 

A Sonicrror oF TWENTY YEARS’ STANDING. 








New Orders, &c. 


The Land Transfer Acts. 


Tue Lanp TRANSFER RULES, 1907, DaTED AvuGusT 1, 1907, MADE 
IN PURSUANCE OF SECTION 111 oF THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 87), AND OF SECTION 22 oF THE LAND 
TRANSFER Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vior. ©. 65). 

LAND REGISTRY. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, 

I, the Right Honourable Robert Threshie Baron Loreburn, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the advice and assistance of 
the Right Honourable Sir Arthur Kekewich, a Judge of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice, chosen by the Judges of that 
Division, Charles Fortescue-Brickdale, Esq., Registrar of the Land 
Registry, Philip Spencer Gregory, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law, chosen by 
the General Council of the Bar, James William Clark, Esq., one of 
His Majesty’s Counsel, chosen by the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries, and Richard Pennington, Esq., Solicitor, chosen by the 
Council of the Law Society, by virtue and in pursuance of the Land 
Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, and of all other powers and authorities 
enabling in that behalf, do make the following General Rules for the 
purpose of carrying the said Acts into execution. 

Dated this 1st day of August, 1907. 

LorEzBury, O. 

Note.—In these Rules the references to ‘‘ Rules” are to the Land 
Transfer Rules, 1903, and Rule 1 of those Rules shall apply to the 
interpretation of terms used in these Rules. 


;* 


II. 
In Rule 157, paragraph (1), after the words “‘ purchaser of” the 
words ‘‘ the whole or” are inserted. 
III. 
Rule 250 is annulled, and the following Rule is substituted for it:— 
250. The notice of deposit or notice of intended deposit may be 
withdrawn from the register on a written request or consent 
signed by the person entitled to the lien created by the deposit 
or notice of intended deposit, or his successor in title; accom- 
pavied in either case by the land certificate, or certificate of 
charge. 


Rule 9 is annulled. 
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IV. 


After Rule 259 the following Rules are inserted :— 

259A. In the case of leasehold land, or of freehold land granted 
in consideration of a rent, if the lease or grant contains a 
plan sufficient for the identification of the land, it shall not be 
necessary to issue any plan or map with the land certificate or 
with any certificate of A analy 

2598. Before issuing a certificate of charge the Registrar may 
require to be lodged in the Registry a statement signed by the 
creditor or his solicitor declaring whether the creditor will or 
will not during the continuance of the charge allow the land 
certificate to remain in the custody of the registered proprietor 
of the land, and unless a statement to the effect that the creditor 
will allow the land certificate to remain in the custody of the 
registered proprietor of the land is so lodged, the certificate of 
charge shall consist merely of an office copy of the charge 
endorsed with a certificate of its registration. 


V. 


Rules 269 and 270 are annulled, and the following Rules are 
substituted for them :— 

269. The Ordnance map shall be the basis of all registered 
descriptions of land. 

5694. For the purpose of describing land, there shall be 
prepared and kept in the Registry a series of maps, which 
together shall be called the Land Registry General Map (herein- 
after referred to as the ‘‘ General Map ’’), 

Each of the series shall be either— 

(a) an extract from the Ordnance map revised and 
corrected to such extent as may be necessary ; or 

(5) a map based on and uniform with the Ordmance map, 
and so constructed that every — shown on it can 
be accurately located on the Ordnance map. 

Each of the series shall be marked in such a manner as to be 
easily identified as part of the General Map. 

Every parcel on the General Map be numbered for 
reference in such manner as the Registrar shall deem convenient. 

The General Map may, if the Registrar shall think fit, be 
combined, wholly or partly, with the index maps kept in pur- 
suance of Rule 12, 

2698. A book shall be kept in the Registry called the Parcels 
Book, containing the reference numbers of the parcels shown on 
the General Map, and showing, with regard to each of such 
parcels, the numbers of the titles, and of the cautions against 
tirst registration (if any) relating to it. 

2690. The General Map and the Parcels Book shall be open to 
general public inspection at any time during office hours, anything 
to the contrary in Rule 14 notwithstanding. 

269D. Where an office copy of or extract from the General 
Map is annexed to any certificate, it shall, for the purposes of 
section 80 of the Act of 1875, be deemed to be contained in the 
certificate itself. 

270. The land comprised in a title shall be described in one or 
other of the following ways as the Registrar shall in each case 
determine :— 

(a) By means of the relative parcel number on the General 
Map; or 

(b) By ool of a separate plan filed in the Registry, 
whereon the boundaries of the land shall be shown by 
an edging of red colour. 

Provided always that any proprietor who desires it may have 
his land described by means of a separate filed plan, on such 
reasonable terms as to cost as the Registrar may require. 


VI. 


The further alterations and modifications of the Rules of 1903 set 
out in the Schedule hereto, and consequential on the institution of 
the General Map, are hereby made. 


VIL 


These Rules may be cited as the Land Transfer Rules, 1907, and 
shall come into operation on the 1st day of October, 1907, 


The Schedule above referred to. 





Rule. | Subject Matter. Alteration or Modification, 





2 | The Register... + eee | The words “In the case of 
| corporeal hereditaments a plan 

of the land shall be filed in 

the registry ’’ are annulled. 

3 | Property Register ... ... | After the words “‘ reference to’’ 
the words ‘‘ the General Map 
or to’’ are inserted. 

4 | Addition or removal of land | After the words ‘‘ register and ”’ 

| to or from a title, the words “‘shown on the 

General Map or’’ are inserted. 











Rule. Subject Matter. Alteration or Modification, 
aan) 
12 | Index Maps... — pod nee and extent 
of a property are 
shown in the General Map and 


18 | Applications for first regis- 
73 tration, cautions, and 
88 withdrawal of same. 


72 | Application for first regis- 
73 tration. 


101 | Instruments dealing with 
127 part of the land in a title. 


272 | Boundaries and descriptions 
of land. 

273 | Boundaries and ;description 

279 of land. 

274 | Boundaries and descriptions 

275 of land. 

282 

276 | Approval of plans ... 





277 | Revision of Ordnance Map 


278 | Boundaries and descriptions 
of land. 


281 | Renewal, revision or correc- 
tion of plans, 


Various forms in weet, ons 
2 companying . 
5 plans, or P nv special 
7 plans are referred to, 


Land Certificate 








Parcels Book oh ant oft 
necessary to show them on 
Index Maps in the manner 


Ge Map instead of on the 
Ordnance Map. 


If the applicant leaves in the 
Re a reference to the 
Map showing with 

land 


sufficient accuracy the 
affected by his application, it 
shall not be necessary for him 


to leave, deposit, or furnish 
an, . 


map of by means of an 
accom, " 

After the * filed =... 
the words ‘‘ or General Map” 


are inserted. 

After the word “‘ plan,’’ wherever 
it occurs, the words ‘or 
General 


inserted. 
After the word “plan” the 
words ‘“‘or reference to the 


inserted. 

After the words “‘ filed of 
the land” the w “or 
reference to the General Map ’’ 


are inserted. 

At the end of the rule the follow- 
ing words are added :—* revi« 
sion or correction of any part 
of the General may also 
be made at any on the 


repre lh nd wi 
8 ° 


The following Note is added at 
the foot of each form : ‘*‘ Where 


lan, such iculars be 
Eecseeed into the Prone va 
stead of the reference to a 


altered as may be required.’’ 


High Court of Justice. 
LONG VACATION, 1907. 


Norice, 


During the remainder of the Vacation all applications “‘which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard,” are to be made to Mr. 


Justice Parxsr. 


oo Ohief Jastios’s Court TRoyal Courts of Justion, at 11 age 
the Lo ustice’s 
Wednesday in every week for the purpose of hearing such applications of 
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the above nature, as according to the practice in the Chancery Division, 
are usually heard in court. 

No case will be placed in the Judge’s paper unless leave has been 
ee obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires to be 

mmediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, is left 
with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the Vacation 
Judges (see notice below as to Judge’s papers), are to be left with the 
Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 136, Royal 
Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock on the Monday previous to the day on 
which the application is intended to be made. When the Cause Clerk is 
not in attendance, they may be left at Room 136, under cover, addressed to 
him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers, or they may be sent 
by post, but in either case so as to be received by the time aforesaid. 

Uncent Matrers ween Jupce Nor Present 1x Court or CHAMBERS.— 
— may be made in any case of urgency, to the Judge, personally 
(if necessary), or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the brief of 

counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, and 
also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the 
order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, 
sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows : 
** Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery 
Registrars’ Office, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.’’ 

On = papers for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Judge for the time being acting as Vacation Judge 
can be obtained on application at Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 

Crancery Cuamper Bvsiness.—The Chambers of Justices WarRincToN 
and Parker will be open for Vacation business on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o’clock. 

Krxo’s Bancn Cramper Busrness.— Mr. Justice Parker will, until 
further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s Bench Business in Judges’ 
Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday in every week. 

Pronate aNp Divorce.—Summonses will be heard by the Registrar, at 
the Principa) Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during the 
Vacation at 11.30 (Saturdays excepted). Motions will be ae: by the 
Registrar on Wednesdays, the 18th of September and the 2nd of October, 
at 12.30. In matters that cannot be dealt with by a Registrar, applica- 
tion may be made to the Vacation Judge by motion or summons, 

Decrees nisi will be made absolute by the Vacation Judge on Wednes- 
days, the 11th and 25th of September, and the 2nd of October. 

A summons (whether before Judge or Registrar) must be entered at the 
Registry, and case and papers for motion (whether before Judge or 
Registrar) and papers for making decrees absolute must be filed at the 
Registry before 2 o'clock on the preceding Friday. 

Jupor’s Papers ror Use rx Court.—Cuancery Drvision.—The following 

pers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left with the Cause 
Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 136, Royal 
Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o’clock, on the Monday previous to the 
day on which the application to the Judge is intended to be made :— 

1. Counsel’s certificate of urgency or note of special leave granted by 
the Judge. 

2. Two — of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any), and any other 

“documents showing the nature of the application. 
" 3. Two copies of notice of motion. 

4. Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer (if any). 

N B.—BSolicitors are requested when the application has been dis 
of, to apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court for the return of their 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


CLIFFORD v. PHILLIPS. 4th Sept. 
Partnersoir Deep—Restrictive CovENANT—INTERPRETATION. 


In an action by certain members of a partnership firm, which had been 
dissolved, to restrain another member of the late firm from (inter alia) attending 
the patsents of the firm at his private house, 

Held, that, upon the true construction of the restrictive clause in the partner- 
ship deed, the court would not grant an interim injunction, the defendant under- 
taking to keep an account. 


Motion to restrain the defendant Henry Allen Phillips from committing 
divers breaches of a restrictive covenant contained in a partnership deed 
made between him and the plaintiffs, Isidore Clifford and Ruby und 
Clifford. Ita that by an indenture dated the 19th of June, 1905, 
made between Isidore Clifford, Ruby Edmund Clifford, and the defendant, 
the parties thereto became ‘ners in the profession of dentists under 
the style of ‘‘ Isidore Clifford,’’ for the life of the defendant. In 1906 the 
names of the plaintiffs were removed from the Dentists’ Register in 
consequence of complaints as to the manner in which the business of a 
company called the American Dental Institute (Limited) was carried on. 
The plaintiffs were shareholders in and directors of that company. On 
the of July, 1906, the defendant served notice of dissolution of 
partnership on the ground that the plaintiffs had been guilty of profes- 
sional misconduct. The plaintiffs disputed the validity of the notice and 

urpose. On the 26th of Jan , 1907, Mr. 








fe a an action for that p 
J Warrington declared the notice to be invalid. His j t was 
reversed by the Court of Appeal on the 12th of June, 1907. An appeal, 





on the part of the plaintiffs, to the House of Lords is now pending. 


It | 
was alleged that from the 20th of July, 1906, down to the date of the 
udgment in the Court of Appeal the defendant acted as if the noticg ~ 
was invalid. He continued to practise at the plaintiffs’ place of business, — 


20, Grosvenor-street, and drew a sum of £20 a week on account of hig 
share of the profits. Since the 20th of July, 1906, the plaintiffy 
alle that defendant had systematically attempted to — the 
will of the business, and to capture the connection of the firm for hig 
own private advantage. It was alleged that amongst other things he 
caused letters to him at No. 20, Grosvenor-square to be 
re-addressed to him at No. 3, Hanover-court, his private address, 
Inasmuch as the defendant had conducted the firm’s correspondence for 4 
number of years this was a serious matter. It was also alleged that the 
defendant had canvassed the patients of the firm, that he had used the 
firm’s notepaper, and had made lists of patients, and had removed certain 
charts of the patients’ mouths, and had tampered with the employees of 
the firm and endeavoured to induce them to leave the firm and enter hig 
own service. The plaintiffs sought an injunction to restrain the defendant 
from (a) attending on the patients of the firm or soliciting their custom; 
(6) tampering with the servants or employees of the firm or inducing 
them to enter his employment; (c) obtaining the delivery of the firm’s 
letters at his private address; (d) ge my or retaining in his 
possession to the exclusion of the plaintiffs lists of patients and charts 
of patients’ mouths; (¢) doing or being party to any matter tending 
to injure the business. They also claimed an order for delivery 
up of the charts, &c., and asked for the appointment of a receiver, 
The defendant denied that business letters had been sent to Hanover. 
street. He also denied that he had canvassed the plaintiffs’ patients or 
purloined any of their paper. He also denied that he had interfered with 
the servants of the firm, and said in particular that Miss Christison (the 
secretary) had entered his employment of her own accord. Clause 27 of 
the ———, deed was in the following form: ‘‘ In case op me 
be determined, otherwise than by the death of the said Henry Allan 
Phillips, the said Henry Allan Phillips shall not within a radius of tw 
miles of No. 8, Grosvenor-street aforesaid, and for and during the peri 
of three years after the determination of the partnership, either directly or 
indirectly, either for his own benefit or for the benefit of any other person or 
persons, ership, firm, company, or corporation or association, whether as 
principal, director, shareholder, manager, assistant, or otherwise, practise as 
or be concerned, engaged, or interested in the practice of a dentist, dental 
surgeon, or other kindred business, profession, or occupation, and will 
not exhibit, display, publish or make known, or be party or privy to the 
exhibiting or displaying, publishing or making known, either by letter, 
circular, advertisement, door-plate, oral communication or otherwise, the 
name of “ Clifford,’”’ either ken or in conjunction or connection or com- 
bination with any other name, word or initial, letter or letters as of a 
firm name, style or designation, or otherwise howsoever. And will not for 
and during the like period either directly or indirectly professionally 
attend upon or be interested in the attendances upon or act for, or by 
letter, circular, or personal solicitation, advertisement, or otherwise 
howsoever, communicate with or obtain or attempt to obtain for or 
influence in favour of himself or any other person or persons, firm, 
company, corporation or association the custom or patronage of any person 
or persons, firm, company, corporation, or association who shall then be 
or have been a patient or patients of the partnership of the said 
Isidore Clifford and Ruby britfora or either of them, or attempt 
directly or indirectly, to induce such patient or patients to cease from 
employing the said Isidore Clifford and Ruby Clifford or other the persons 
for the time being carrying on the business of the partnership. If the 
age shall be dissolved, either by the said Isidore Clifford and 
uby Clifford or by the said Henry Allan Phillips, whether after proceed- 
ings in the High Court of Justice or under any decision of an arbitrator in 
the manner provided for under these articles, or by reason of any injury 
done to the business through the public or private misconduct by the said 
Isidore Clifford, and it ¥ notice in writing served by the said Henry 
Allan Phillips upon the said Isidore Clifford and Ruby Clifford within one 
calendar month after such dissolution be claimed on behalf of the said 
Henry Allan Phillips that such dissolution has been brought about, 
either directly or indirectly, through the conduct of the said Isidore 
Clifford or Ruby Clifford, then shall the question as to whether the 
dissolution was necessitated or rendered desirable by such conduct of 
the said Isidore Clifford or Ruby Clifford or not be referred to arbitra- 
tion under the provisions of clause 31 in the same manner as if 
a doubt, dispute, or difference had arisen between the parties to 
these presents, and if, notwithstanding that the dissolution has been 
directed in seeing in the High Court of Justice, or any proceed- 
ings which have resulted in such dissolution, it shall be found by such 
arbitration that the dissolution has been brought about either directly or 
indirectly p dag conduct of the said Isidore Clifford and Ruby Clifford or 
either of them, the said Henry Allan Phillips shall, notwiths 
anything to the contrary contained in these articles, be entitled at once to 
commence practice either alone or in co-partnership or in such place and 
manner as he shall think fit and the right to the policy of insurance 
effected under these presents shall at once accrue to him and all 
premiums up to the date of such dissolution shall be discharged by the 
partners.’’ It was argued for the plaintiffs that on the true construction 
of the clause, and assuming misconduct on the part of Isidore Clifford, all 
that the defendant could do was to set up in practice; but he could not 
attend patients of the old firm. [Picxrorp, J.—Are you entitled to attend 
the patients?] Yes. The partnership property here consists of the good- 
will, and a er has no right to injure that property: Trego v. Hunt 
(1896, A. O. 7). ‘Taking away the ledger and making a list of the 
customers was an injury to the property. e defendant 
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g: aa has also endeavoured to tamper with the servants of the 
notice frm, and his conduct with regard to the letters may involve 
siness, serious consequences to the business. The plaintiffs to 
of his restrain the defendant from using the lists of patients and charts. 
‘intiffs These are absolutely necessary for the carrying on of the business. 
y the Finally, the defendant had undoubtedly got hold of patients of the firm. 
for hig It was necessary that a receiver should be appointed of the sums received 
igs he by him from such patients. For the defendants, counsel referred to 
to be Pearson v. Pearson (1884, 27 Ch. D. 145), Jennings v. Jennings (1898, 1 Ch. 
idress, 378, at p. 385). It was pointed out that Pearson v. Pearson (supra) is not 
e for a altogether overruled by Trego v. Hunt (supra). The defendant was 
rat the entitled under clause 27 (suprd) to carry on business, and that in itself 
ed the entitled him to canvass customers. 

sertain PicxrorD, J., in giving judgment, said he did not think there could be 
yees of any injunction. In the first place, the defendant could not, in the 
ter his circumstances, be restrained from attending on the patients of the firm. 
sndant Clause 27 was no doubt restrictive, but if the partnership was dissolved 
istom : through Clifford’s misconduct the defendant became entitled to practise. 
ducing In his lordship’s view that entitled him to see old as well as new 
firm’s patients. With regard to soliciting patients he was not soclear, It was 
in his not certain whether the defendant was entitled to canvass the patients. 
charts Inasmuch as the effect of an interim injunction would be to restrain him 
ending from practising as he was entitled to do under another part of the clause, 
elivery his lordship thought he should not interfere. If he kept an account 
ceiver, nding the trial that would be sufficient. As to tampering with servants, 
nover= fis lordship did not think that, upon the evidence, there had been any 
ents or tampering or interference as to the letters. Mr. Phillips was entitled to 
da with have letters addressed to him sent where he pleased, and at the present 
on (the time he was not even exercising his full rights. As to lists of patients, 
e 27 of both partners had lists, and there would be no order on that . With 
ership regard to the charts, those ought to go to a receiver; as he was not yet 
, Allan _ appointed there would be no injunction. The defendant must undertake 
twenty to keep an account. Costs would be costs in the action.—Covunss1, 
period Houston; Bramwell Davis, K.C., and Leonard T. Ford, So.icrrors, 
sctly or H. P. Becher ; Samuel Lithgow. 

reon or [Reported by W. Vatentiwe Batt, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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se, the Changes in Partnerships. 

r com- . ‘ 

rt of & Dissolutions. 

fooalig Epmunp Ke.t Biytu, Freperick Dvurron, James Bisnor Harrier, and 


», or by Cuantes Frepericx Totmfé Biyrtn, solicitors (Blyth, Dutton, Hartley, & 
herwies Blyth), 112, Gresham House, Old Broad-street, London. Sept.1. So far as 
regards the said Frederick Dutton, who retires from the firm; Edmund 


=a Kell Blyth, James Bishop Hartley, and Obarles Frederick Tolmé Blyth 
person will in future carry on the business at 112, Gresham House aforesaid, under 
hen be the same style or firm as heretofore. 

he said Jonn Austin Morcan and Epwarp Litrie Younes, solicitors (Yo & 
.ttempt 0o.), Longton. July 31. (Gazette, Sept, 3. 
e from — 

persons 

Ze General. 

roceed- The International Law Association began its sessions at Portland, Maine, 


rator in on the 29th ult. The present meeting is being held at the invitation of 

r ini the American Bar Association. At the first meeting Lord Justice Kennedy 
jury 

‘he said was elected president. 

Henry In order to meet the growing requirements of the Inns of Court Bar 
hin one Library at the Royal Courts of Justice, arrangements have been made for 
he said the erection, during the present Long Vacation, of a gallery on one side 

about, of the library. The corresponding gallery for the opposite side will be 


Isidore dealt with subsequently. 

There is a custom in French jurisprudence, says the Ar, t, that 
bitra- sanctions the consultation by a judge, in provincial courts with colleagues 

ar as if on the bench when sentence is to be upon certain classes of male- 

. factors. ‘‘ What ought we to give this , brother?’’ a judge in the 


ties to department of the Loire once asked the colleague on his t. ‘I should 
. y- | three years,”’” ‘‘ What is your opinion, brother?”’ This to the 
roceed colleague on the left. “I should. give him four years.”” Whereu the 
judge, assuming an air of great benevolence, said : ‘‘ Prisoner, not 
Sock ak to impose upon you a long and severe term of imprisonment, as I shou 
candle have done if left to myself, I have consulted my learned brethren and 
shall take their advice. Seven years.’’ 


ace and Under the heading ‘‘A Grateful Acknowledgment to an Honourable 
surance Profession ’’ the Bancroft-Whitney Oo. make, says The American Lawyer, 
and all the interesting statement that when the t San Francisco fire destroyed 
by the | their books of accounts last April, they unsettled bills with lawyers 
truction | Outside of the city amounting to something like 175,000 dols. Having no 
ford, all record of these accounts, and not even a list of patrons left, they sent a 
ald not circular to the lawyers named in Martiudale’s Legal Directory, 
> attend for information about their indebtedness. The res to this circular 








e good- Were so prompt that out of the total of 175,000 dols. nearly 150,000 dols. 
vy. Hunt has already n reported and advices are still coming in. This is 

of the certainly creditable to all concerned, and justifies the indorsement of the 
fendant Bancroit-Whitney Oo., ‘Let it be known to the world that the legal 


Judge Ruegg, K.C., is, says a writer in the Globe, the tenth county 
court judge appointed since Loreburn reached the Woolsack. The 
late ig = Carver, K.C., Judge Gent, Judge Bryn Roberts, Judge Moss, 
Judge Shiress' Will, Judge Oyril Dodd, K.C., Judge Mulligan, K.0O., 
Judge Benson, and Judge Thomas have all been appointed during the 
Lord Chancellor's comparatively brief tenure of office. Lord Loreburn 
distributes his patronage equally between the Inner and Outer Bar. Five 
of these ten county court judges are K.C s, and five are juniors. ™ 


There exists in this country, says a writer in the Daily Mail, a class of 
persons (their number almost exceeds belief) who, in the same way as 
the criminal law stigmatizes babitual drunkards, should be rightly and 
properly named ‘‘ habitual debtors.’”” Let us take an instance: In a 
small town within the circuit of a very eminent and respected county 
court judge there dwelt a man (whom we will call X.), This man lived in a 
decent house, had a wife and family, and did nothing, with great assiduity, 
from year’s end to year’s end. There were about six courts held in a year 
in that town, and at court after court, year after year, did X. as 
defendant in actions for small debts, but never once paid any. His honour 
used to smile his fine, enigmatical smile when the name was called, and 
blandly inquire, ‘‘ Gentleman X. again? I am getting rather tired of this 
man. (A gentleman according to county court Sescri tion is a man who 
does nothing!) I wonder why you persist in suing him; and still more 
wonder why you ever let him get into your debt.” The latter question 
must often have puzzled X. himself as much as it amused him. One of 
the peculiarities of his case was the difficulty (?) experienced by the bailiff 
in serving X. with any process of the court. And yet he walked openly in 
the light of day, and frequented in turn most of the public-houses of the 
place. Another odd th was that X. and the iff have been seen 
emerging from the same house of refreshment on terms of equality and 
brotherhood. 


Every October, says a writer in the Evening Standard, a number of grave 
and dignified men of position and substance assemble at the office of the 
King’s Remembrancer, and, with pantomime as solemn as any of the 
multitudes of pageants has produced, y rent for land in Salop anda 
forge in the parish of St. Clement Dane. ‘There stands where it was wont 
to stand the good county of Salop, but there certainly is no forge in the 
parish of St. Clement Dane. There has not been one since the time 
of King Richard LI., but still the corporation goes on paying each 
year, as gravely as if they knew not that they are but parties to 
an annual pretence. King Edward calls no man from Kent to travel 
with him by sea lest his Majesty's head should need holding in 
time of illness. But the first of our Edwards did, and bestowed a couple 
of manors in that county, whose rent consisted of this service, that either 
or both should hold his head in the event of his being sea-sick. The Duke 
of Atholl holds certain possessions conditionally on supplying a white 
rose te go the Sovereign’s visiting him. Queen Victoria and her Consort 
visited him years ago when roses did not bloom in the garden, and dire was 
the difficulty in aereees | acouple. A trickier rent was that upon which 
the Munros of Foulis held their property. It was that a snowball should 
be presented upon any day of the year that it was demanded ae 
for the owner, snow lies in the form of a glacier in the chasms of 
Wyvis all the year round, and there seems no danger of forfeiture by 

ure of the quit-rent. 


The extent to which the law courts in India are willing to go in allowing 
local custom to dominate the ordinary law is, says the Daily Telegraph, 
illustrated in a remarkable —— a recent decision of the wemere Sey 
Court. There is a small community of Mussulmans in the Broach ct, 
known as Kharwas, comprising only about 100 male persons, who were 
originally Hindus, and who, after their conversion to the religion of 
Islam, retained many traces of Hindu manners and customs. A member 
of this community was recently excommunicated by the caste punchayat, 
about a year after his marriage. His wife at once left him, and 
returned to her father’s house. He then sued in the Civil Court for 
restitution of conj rights. The Subordinate Judge passed a 
decree in the plaintiff's favour, directing the wife to return to her 
husband’s protection, but subject to the condition that he should get 
himself readmitted into the caste. On an appeal to the district judge, 
the latter held that the plaintiff was entitled to an unconditional decree 
for restitution of conj rights, basing his decision on the apparently 
common-sense position that it was the function, to use his own words, of 
the civil courts ‘‘ to administer the Mohammedan law, not the rules of 
the Broach Kharwas.’’ On a second appeal by the wife to the High Court 
this decision was reversed, the court holding that it was of the essence of 
the marriage contract that the parties married because they were members 
of that particular community, and that they must be regarded as having 
entered into the marital relation on the basis of that status. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions anv Lire Poxicres. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caanriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 842) of the 
the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.. ca Thursday when the 








profession is made up of men of the highest honour.’’ 





Interests at 
lots were sold at the named, the total amount realized being £15,745 :— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS.” z 
To £2,550 ~ “ ove oo ow ous ose Soli 1,080 
a Str a6 10s. eo a oe eos deo eo os wo fs “a 
Rivtno ey I Shima BE: etd 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE for £5,000 .. ... > - » 1,880 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Aug. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1 CHANOERY. 


ee Coxuizry Co, Limrrep (1x mene dit 
to send their names and addresses. the particulars a bag Paty or —— 
to rredevick Geen, Victoria chmbrs, og on orTrent, liquidator 


———— Broox & Co, Limrtep—Creditors required, on or before Oct 12, to send their 
and addresses, and the Charles William 





—y of "their debts or claims, to 
Wood, Tanfield bldgs, Bradf Gordon & Co, Bradford, solors for liquidator 
Norrn-Eastern News Association, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
30, to send their names and addresses, and the a < their debte or claims to 
Frank Brown, Finkle chmbrs, Stockton on Tees. Wilson Co, Stockton on Tees 


for liquidator 
Patext Supmaninzg Switcusack Co, “yy Creditors are ome inl on or before Oct 
13, to send their names aditretes, and Oe a, Be clr debte or claims, to 
Greenhalgh, Queen’s rs, 11, onation st, Blackpool, Walker & Co, 
Manchester, solors for liquidator 


Prysoutn Correz House Co, Lumtzp—Creditors are required. on or before pany *. 6, to 
in their names and addresses, with 


send i of ‘their debts or © deine, to George 
Hicks, Lloyd’s Bank chmbrs, Plymouth, Siauidator , 


Unionrep 1x CHancery. 


Incorporated Mepvicat Practitioners Association—Petn for 
Aug 27, directed to be heard Oct 15. Rawle & Co, Bedford row, so 


r petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 0 relock in the after- 
noon of Oct 14 
London Gasette.—Touzspvayr, Sept. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarzp m CHanozsy. 


Cavacse Literature Co, Liurrep—Creditors are wpa, on or before Oct 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Brown, 42a, Holborn viaduct, Ingle & Co, Broad st House, solora to liquidator 

Euus & Co, Sn men are required, on or _-y Oct 1, to send their names and 
addresses, wi of their de debts or claims, erbert Philip Gowen, 16, The 
Walk, Necwich, liquidator 


Guannowny Sreamsuir Co, Linrrep—Pet for windin 
be heard S yh Law Courts, Cathays_ Park, Cardi 
Cardiff, solors petners, ‘otice of appearing ey reach the 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 2 

— byte go & Co, Lauren (1s angen ge — Creditors are required, on or before Sept 

send their names and addresses, and the rong of their debts or claims, to 

Jehu Arnold Hill, 43, Cannon st, -<ealhaacee cop ld Broad st, solors to liquidator 


TP, benny 


, presented A directed to 
z on Oct 3, ai itv Vachell & Co, 
above-named not 


J.T. Witt1ams & Co, Luatep—Creditors uired, on or before Oct 15, to send their 
names and ad: and of their ebte or claims, to James ‘Walter Gibson 
Hill, 9 9, Bennett’s bill, Birmingham. Rowlands & Co Co, Birmingham, solors for liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram, 


London Gaszette,—Tuzspay, Sept, 3. 


AvpwortH, Tuomas, Horton Kirby, Kent Oct 10 Aldworth vy Aldworth, Parker J 
Welsford, Aldermanbury 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gasette,—Frivay, Aug, 23, 
Assonm, ry Tuomas, Acton Green, Acton Oct 3 Woodbridge & Sons, Serjeants’ 
Bustux, Jonx Wuu14x, Barrow upon Humber, Merchant Oct1 Goy & Co, Barton upon 
anes, Se Tuomas Fraxcis, Harrow Weald Oct 24 Stevens & Drayton, Queen 
Buaixiz, Joux ar Hampton Wick Oct 15 Dadpeed, Ryde, lof W 
, Ashi Devon 


Bovey, Joux, Buckfastleigh, Devon Sept 24 Tucker & Son, 
Brooxier, James, Moreton in Gnosall, Staffs Oct 1 Carrane & Elliot, ewport, Salop 


Corzmay, Tuomas, Broadway, nr Ilminster, Somerset Sept 29 Townsend & Co, Swindon 
Oo.tis0x-Morizy, Joun Lacy, Edith rd, Wot tend Kensington, Doctor Oct1 Baylis & Co, 


‘ore st 
Cowan, A tee Waicut, 8t Mary’s rd, Peckham Oct 1 Billinghurst & Co, 
Cnosarxonane, Wr Dorset st, Spitalfields, Lod H 

a ae pi ging House Keeper Oct1 Sandom & 


deg Bale & Co, "Oe Theo 
Oct 31 Walker & Co, balds rd, Grays inn 


Petgrave, Bath 
Riis, Wales Big Fhe sy acme me 
Sept 30 eee orien ni [rottes 


Deonrusen, Joszrn, came Contractor 
Ditworsrs-Hagnzisox, Janes, Burnley 


Fisuvagz, Jaye Anapetia, Bath 
Frases, Cuara Janz, or eg 3 
Goppagp, Tuomas, Broad Green, West Croydon, Pain 
Garant, Mavnscs, Lanes one peer gate, Wises Park Sept o 


Hansonry, Onurrorm, Haten, Neveu upon Tyne, Iron Merchant Sept20 F&E 
Emley, ewcastle upon 1 

Hawxer, Ax» Panny, Shanklin, | of W Oct 4 hem, wport, 

Tooman, deen Liverpool, Gun Maker Sept a wien Et —-- wodied 

ne, ae ee oe Seaniad, Wodauiis Chon tone eae D &DM Macdonald, 
ewcastle 


Hotiowary, Paanes Samvugt, Whitehaven Oct1 Brockbank & Co bby peat ¥ 
Ho.uxs, Farpenicx Roszgxt, Norwich, Engineer Sept 19 Stevens & Co 

Ivazy, Tuomas, Plymouth Sept9 Brian, Plymouth 

Jouxston, Axpazw, Hunslet, Leeds, Damask Tuner Sept 14 Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
Kuss, Ear Leritia, Marlborough hill, Wealdstone Sept 30 E F & H Landon, New 


Mattasy, Ropzat, Bournemouth 


Bept 29 Preston & 
y, Herts Sept18 Wortham & Co, 


sy Oct 12 


Mitizr, Marra, Fitzjoho’ > +d — Ham 
Minter, Wittiam, Wickham Market, Suff 
Orcan, Susannan, Gloucester Sept 20 Langley-Smith & Son, Gloucester 
Aa em Ho feete, Gace ~ Sept 21 . & gy Da our © 
LOWMAN, JAMES wey, Ravensdon Park ainter 7 
Wootton, Fish st hill a — 


Press, Susan Curtis, Ipswich Sept 21 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 

Rott, E.tzsx, Upper Clapton Sept 30 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

Surra, Gzorcs, Barnsrd, nr Durham Sept 20 Spry & Preston, Middlesbrough 

Syeson, Toomas, Chester Sept 30 Brassey, Chester 

Tupos, Rey Sub Dean Hazey, Exeter Sept 80 Burch & Son, Exeter 

Wanp, Hewny, Diss, Norfolk Oct1 White, Colchester 

Waser, Euma, Twyford, — 25 Pearce, Devonport 

Winsor, Asyes, Clarendon Sept 29 aa lor & Co, Strand 

Winxpsor, Mania Janz, oS st, Pimlico Sept 29 Taylor & Co, Strand 

Wooprow, Witu1am Biyxey, Halifax, — ickles, Halifax 

Woops, Canrze, Preston, Lancs Sept 28 Clarke & Son, Preston 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 27, 


Baapiey, James, Halifax, Woolsorter Sept 24 J E & E H Hill, Halifa 
Barpezs, Cuan.zs, Bredenbury Rectory, Hereford Oct 15 Lydall & Sons, John at, 


lord row 
Broruerwoop, Gzoraz, Ton! Oct 31 Neve & Peach, Ste 
omAS RIDLEY, Gotha Bestel, Gommercial Traveller Bept 80 Sinnott & Son, 
























Soran, 
Campion, Janz, To Oct 5 Collison & Co, Bedford row Ord 
Cixae, Bicaarp Witt, es Oldham — 30 Kilner, Lees, Oldham Jacnso: 
Cosszy, Wituiam, olk, Farmer Bept Goodchild, Norwich Pet 
Coutixe, Hexzy, Hove, cm yay Sept 30 RCS Evennett, Haslemere Kxut, 
Durrox, Hon Juzia Hewaterra, Kensington gate Sept 28 Shoubridge & Beche, Sent 
Bedford row rf i 
Extoy, Atpino Kars, Hindhead Sept 30 Alice Vincent, Pydar st, Truro Locxwe 
Frost, Jouy, Stretford, Lancs Oct 4 Heath & Sons, Manchester Som 
Gex, Jane, Brettenham rd, Edmonton Sept 23 Crocker, Finsbury pymnt ue ae 
Harpcastie, Nicnoias, Newcastle upon Tyne, Surgeon Sept 30 Cooper & Goodgen Aug 
Newcastle upon Tyne Mossor, 
Haxzpine, Wi1114M Sauvzt, Milkwood rd, Herne Hill Sept 21 Budd & Co, Austin frig Parn 
am, Jou, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engineer Sept27 Griffith & Co, Newcastle upa “a ~¥ 
—— > Joun, —_— s gate, South Kensington Sept 30 Cooper & Goodge, on tt 
ewcastle upon ; 
Kino, Apa Exaty, Billingshurst Sept 21 Budd & Co, Austin friars cs - wr 
Kine, Epwarp Atsert Goprzey, Portsmouth, Chemist Oct 1 7. Portsmouth oe 
Lire, Marcazet, Preston, Seedaman Sept 9 Clemesha, Preston 
Lipsooms, Axx, Woking Oct 1 Mossop, Woking eemn | 
Map res, Jarvis, Mestesont er Putney Novi Herbert, Cork st, Burlington gdns 4 
non ay te it, Pimli: Soe Mg nt ny In 
ILLER, Epwix, ico er 
Moray, James, Hog Builder Oct 1 Webster & Styring, Sheffield a 
Norra, Reszoca, Selly Oak, Worcester Sept 27 Jeifery & Co, Birmingham j 
Patuen, Coaries James Newron, Lee, Kent Novi13 Withall & Withall, Deitel row Berrs, K: 
Paturs, Epwix Cuagyes, Port Elizabeth, Cape Colony Nov 30 Withall & Withall, Bowe 
row , 
Parker, Mary, Manchester Sees 20 Dixon & Co, Manchester ; ' 12 at { 
Puitporr, James, Hilmarton rd, Camden rd 30 Rundle & Hobrow, Basinghall st Biacksor 
Pixs, Watres, Plymouth Sept 23 Shelly & J Plymouth oe 
Racxuam, Witt14M Simox, Norwich, Solicitor Sept 11 Rackham & Sayer, Norwich eg 
Raw.ines, Joszrn Tuomas, Cressage, pe Oct 1 Sait & Sons, Shrewsbury Deans, Bu 
Reep, Caro.ine, East Stonehouse Sept Rodd, East Stonehouse dat il 
Reyyoxps, Lewis W1L.14M, Thelwall, Chester,Tanner Sept 30 Davies & Co, Wi Cana, Fae: 
=, = ne —* Junction, Lancs, Chipped Potato Dealer Sept 30 12 Of 
Row Lanpsoy, Haxnaz, y, Inglewhite, Goosnargh, Lancs Sept 30 rug ttn Son, Preston ate, 
SuurrLeworts, Gzorce Coanies, Doncaster Sept 28 Baxter & Byrom 
mm > Wiiuiam, Durrow, Queen’s County, Ireland Oe t 1 Te iaasted & Bowasne, 
caster ( 
Tatizaman, Poixzas, Warnford ct Sept9 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st _—. * R 
Wesror, Parr, Coalbrookdale, Salop Oct5 GR & CE Wace, Shi | Bhs pre 
Warrg, ‘Tou, Weth on Dears, Yorks, Engineman Oct2 J W& Hai dat 11. 
Woopwarps, Jauzus Witu1am, Henley on Thames, Baker Sept 30 Brain & paaan, 4 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Aug. 80. ie: 
Avams, Ex1za, Alpraham, nr Tarporley, Chester Oct 1 Cawley, Tarporley Gazcory & 
Baxer, Joun Maytey, North Finchley Sept 23 Green & Charles, Worthing ona: 
Boormax, Henry Georor, Plymouth “Sept 30 Stevens, Plymoath "6 
Cross, Witt14m Joun, Ely, Camb: , Corn Merchant Oct 24 Archer & Archer, Ely Hamttror, ¢ 
Crozize, hepa | ton, N ‘umberland, Shepherd Oct 10 Brown & Son, Bept 4’ 


Darton, Jour, B Aug nue aay & an Brentford 

Datton, Hengiztts SaRan Augi13 Ruston & Co, Brentford 

Dear, Wists, Quinton s Tones Sept 29 Bonser & Dawes, Oldbury 
Dagper, Exizapera, Evercreech, Somerset Bept 30 Nalder, Shepton Mallet 
Frrzz-Horswett, Ex1za, Southampton Oct 12 Paris & Co, Southampton 


Ganpax, Sopura, Oct1 Dibb & Cl 

Gonsane, Feanczs, wee ad yey 14 Holbeche & Adden' EE doer Beck Sutton be 

Hamttow, Joux James, Barkston gdns, Earl’ he oom SS Oct 12 Janson & Co, Co! 

Hopaesox, Joux Agar, san, Broomfeld, Bhefield Master Oct 15 Watson & Co, 

Issorsow, Cuanies, Barnsley Oct 1 Dibb oe abe Barnsley 

Jorpax, Eowanrp, Daisy Bank, or Bilston, Stafford. pre, Mae Master Oct 10 Wassell, Bilstos | 

Joupax, Racugt, Bilston. Btaitord Oct 10 Yeosl. B 

Jose, Ricsarp Hexey, st Agnes, Cornwall oe, 8t Agnes 

Lawsoy, Hzxny, Rufford, Lancaster, niher 8 on 80 ; & Sons, Liverpool 

Mapai, Faaxons, Beversbrook rd, Tufnell +21 Smelt, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Wau Belaingten, Bomecnet, Wheeletight Sept 20 Poole & Boulting, 4 


een] 


A 


Sui 





Moree 4, Mansfield, Nottingham 80 Alcock, Mansfield 
Moses, Se May Sormte Southsea Oct 12 Paris & Dm, Southampton 


Ricuarpsox, Vioron Warpmanx Oct1 Raworth & Co, Harrogate ! 
StavvorD, Cnanies Hux Hever, , Nottingham a Wright, Nottingham 
Tanore, Sir Ricuanp, Kingston on 380 Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Wuirsuzad, Joux Gzorcs, Cockermouth, Cum’ Oct 1 Brockbank & Co, 


Wurtz, Haas Jemima soa W Gibson, Martin’s In 
ttzam, Folkestone, JP Wiserk & Gardner, Folkestone 
Bath Oct 5 Rooke & Co ' 


——— 








Kitxzs, Isaac, Basford, Nottingham Sept 9 Lee, Nottingham 


Yeo rann, Walworth rd Oct 30 Jobnsons & Oo, New sq 0a applic 
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. Hopsox, J. Mason Sept 4 at | Sarpawn met FeiJube On Aue 
High Gourt — Ord 2B 
Market Bankruptcy Notices. Bott, ceva pat and 6, 9 we a, Btoke zepetagion, Tailor Seamer, Ben ae it july 0 - oak Liverpool, General Draper 
London Gasette,—Torspay, Aug. 27. ouraanrs, Rosert hy = Fy — Povinatie Carnarvon, Brees, Tom i we peace neat naan Hudders- 
Wood & RECEIVING ORDERS. ——- oa Tnourn, Arava, Hewoustle on Tyne, Tailor Newcastle on 


Chester 
Jase, Siesny Jens, Wanante, aactieame Bept 12 at Tyne Pet Aug2® Ord Aug 24 
siring On Ane Grocer Nottingham Pet J 9.1 5 Of Rec, €84, Castle st, Canterbury a T no 
‘onNsoN, Heway, jun, Liverpool, Contractor Sept 
Boss, | fe Bradford, Contractor Bradford Pet Aug 14 ae” On En Ps 





; a, Tavesgen Amended notice substituted for that in the 
‘ Beornrnciy WaLitax, Birmingham, Fruiterer Birmingham | K®tt, Faspsrick James Hrs, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Laniién Genstie of ae 

Lig mbt Tromas King’s L o Lomeel Victualler Re eee , Chester, Pr s Foreman | Feaax, Jusex Crexext, Handsworth, "s 
Coons, Witt Pet Ang 33° Ord Aug Bept 6 at 2.80 chinbrs, Eastgate row, Chester Birmingham Pet May 18 Ord Aug 15 _ 
Cousx, Mayer Levi, Liverpool, = beg Goods Dealer cms ee oe Wells, — London Gasette.—Farvay, Aug, 30. 

<< ie duly 27" Osteria 5, re Dental | Lorp. ha AG Heeer’ naar Lorp, Worthing, ‘ > 

Lt iN, ’ ’ 

Bowsmgeon Manchester Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 2 Newsagents Sept 5 at 11.90 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bidgs, RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bowanse, Facer en oot Dealer Worcester Mansion Hes, gaa Lineman Asem, eee Bristol Pet Aug 
Bans, Faure Davin, Boston, Lincs Boston Pet Aug 20 i. toe bc ee os mek New st, Huddersfield Ante beer Gol ane ae’ nr Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield 


s, John st, FaxesToxe, = Gnonas Jour, Saffron Weldon, Bax Essex, Cycle Monts mM, jun, Touy rd, Upper Norwood Sept 5 at Barer, Hazer, Birmingham, Cycle Maker Birmingham 

Dealer’ Cam' uly Aug 24 Bankru Aug 

| . Eaxrst, Coventry, Tailor Coventry Pet Aug 22 | PA¢z, Grenee, alsall, Dealer Septd ati Of | Racer Freperic Grocer Chelten- 
Gusenz, Rares R ry, ry ug Reo, Wolverham: ham Pet Aug Ord Aug 


ge 
nott & Son, pton 
CJ, ‘Liopa's av, Printer High Court Pet July 23 rutile) OF Witttam, Wallsend, Ironmonger Sept 4 | peywewr, J Felling on Tyne, Durham, Fruiterer 
oor Od ‘Aug 23 at 12.30 aay hanaton ae st, Newcastle on Tyne Mewenstle ca Aug ‘Ord Aug #7 











, Bi _B , dD Tred ANDREW Boston, Lines, Engineer 7 
a ae yt og2s Ord hug 23. pe er —_ ‘ Pateet det sis” Of Reo, 4 snd 6, ¥ 6, West ry Somer ee ‘aug Oyele Maker 
cay, Ts Mine dank “epebat “Of Het 4 Pavilion bes, a mm ay gg Rey ney Pet ‘hug 1 Ord 
Pi e . 
& Becher, Krso, Rosser, Whitshoven, fainter Whitehaven Aug | Romain, J A, East me at 11 2 ug w pt 
23 ON A ROK ENSHIRE, ILLIAM omas, Truro, Coachbuilder 
LUCKWELL, wanes Txorxz, Keenthorne, xton, | Stoney, Wa Wiis ens eae Truro Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug #8 
—* , Wheelwright Bridgwater Pet Aug Ord Taonr Anvuve, I weastle = Tailor Sept 5 at 12 Ooussawoon Hasty b ae =| = Clayworth, Notts 
missov, Jaume, Alton, Hants, Farmer Winchester Pet | wy 80, st, crease on Crann, Ricuanp, Blackpool, Coach Painter Preston Pet 
’ * 
& Goodgen Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 acstary, Joserx, M Court Ho 1 on Aug 28 Ord A 
Mossor, Jonzrn H Hewry, Woodend, Lamplcgh, Cumberland, Operative SeptS at 11 County jase, t | Davins, Wnts, Glam, Collier Aberdare Pet 
_ pe cone o A, VNast ra Hoxtos, ies 13 Vora “Bich Court Wiratans, Rosset Fraycis, H M Prison, Knutsford Sept Davizs, Weta Hone Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Builder 
“cen Seah ore Sorting Ty, totee Boned | scouts a ty kt Le 
RTAU ew je w /- 'yne, or Newcastle ESCROL lew ‘et 
Goodge, BN iyne Pet Aur 24 Aug 24 ADJUDICATIONS. July $9 Ord Aug 96 
Qargon, Putin, Seabury, Bal er Salisbury Pet Aug cm, "Olas Grocer Nottingham Pet Rasransncon, Wuasan Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet 
ug ug 
yuth Ane en niles mubstituted for that published in Bevis Seon, soe. Oe > , Southampton, Builder Salisbury ams =>" pa ye Glam, Butcher Swansea 
the London Gasette of Aug B Ww Birmingham Fruiterer - 
E.prep, Henny Troms, Mill End, Rickmansworth, Herts, “hon me ‘Aug 2 Ord Aug 2° eign a S Olina a ee 
gins Builder St Albans Ord Aug2 Ord Aug 16 Cocks, RH +a," Bm Lésenaed Vistostien Haszisox, Joux Wittram, Hathersage, Derby, Farmer 
FIRST MEETINGS Dann Azo nary Santon AACE ae servets | Fe ange On Ang @ pale ili 
° RI 
Axxoonn, Gzorncz Cuarizs, Selly Oak, Worcester, Baker Pet July 97 Ord A Aug 24 Court” et Aug22 Ord Aug 28 
Sept 4at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham Detmonrs, Apoones, Seat a, Spitalfields High Court | Kausz, Huxpizy, & Seaowy In, Publishers High 
edford row Berrs, Kate Exse, Newark poe Lg Baker Sept 4 at Pet Jul 5 On 4a Court Pet 29 July 
x Withall, 11_Off Rec, 4, Castle ‘ark st, N “ye Epwanrps, Faeprnicx, Worcester, Boot Dealer Worcester | Lanz, Jonn Buxnerr, Sta nr Cheltenham, Farmer 
Brno, WILLIAM Joux, Ashford Kent, Pork utcher Sept Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 Cheltenham Pet Ok 26 
12at9 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterb: Emery, Franx enema Boston, Lincs Boston Pet Aug 20 | Laws, Tuomas Wa.z, oe Soubabery, Farmer 
. , 
all st ear = Y Groner, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Grocer Ord Aug Cheltenham Pet Aug 24 
ng Sept 9 at 2.45 Court house, Cockermouth GILpeat, Rexzer, Coventry, Tailor Coventry Pet Aug 22 | Lzwis, Anwotp Hewary, broke, Coal Mer- 
. Baay, Dawret Ext, Penrhiweeiber, Glam, Confectioner Ord Aug 22 chant Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
rwich Sept 6 at 10.80 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd | Garcory, Wattace Lzownarp Cuaartzs, Fortune Gate rd, | Licexon, Jonx, Leeds, Hairdresser’s Outfitter Leeds Pet 
Buaxs, EMMANUEL bingy Crook, Durham, Grocer Bept Harlesden, Builder Brighton Pet June 19 Ord Aug 2% Py) 
‘ 4at1130 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland Aug 23 Lresuicg, | a Boho, Chemist High Court 
Warringtti Can, a, Fanoanocr, Aber skern, nF Doncaster, Saddler Sept 4 at Haurztor, Cuavor, South Shields, Roundabouts uts Proprietor i Pet July 4 Ord Ang 2 Bi 
NOLETTI, q Proprietor Canterbury 
cteen Wisse and Joux Crowes, Harpurhey, | Hearman, Pamir Avnayy, Newcastle on , Tea Mer- Pet Aug 27 Ord Ang 27 
, Preston —— Posttey Dealers Sept 4 at 3 Off Reo, . cheat Tawasiio ca Tyne fe Anes rd’ Aug 23 wossm, | Fe us Salehurst, Sussex, Farmer Hastings 
Man ACK ~ wiz, Brynmawr, Brecon, Draper Tredegar 
sted & Evwagps, Faepeaicx, Worcester, me Dealer Sept 4 at Pet Aug 23 ‘Ord Aug 23 ; Owen, Mews 'ARD, Grocers Sundries Agent Ply- 
11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester Jonzs, See Cc, Bedford, Army Tutor Bedford Pet mouth Pet Aug28 Ord 
’ Euzry, Franx Davin, ae, Lincs Septdat 3.15 Off ane’ Ord A Papwick, be » Chemist 
Reo, 4 and 6, West st, Bosto: Ket, Farpsrick dl Hiuxs, bb omy Suffolk, 27 Ord A 
Fors, ALBERT KRNEST, ‘ll Yorks, Butcher Sept Painter Ipswich Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 Pasxes, Taomas, W: PW andl Castes ea Walsall 
RC A Sy 2 lead PO Sapo EROrn 
OREMAN, ALFRED, Liv: ouse 4a ven x) OHN 
n& 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liv 1 7 Lvuoxwett, Hance Tuoaxs, K ay yt Soanien Peterborough "Pet Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Govatzr, H Haare, Gosforth, Northumberland, Doctor Somerset, Wheelwright Bridgwater Pet Aug Ord Roserts, Harowp, Skipton, Yorks, Joiner Bradford Pet 
sean {gt 2! OF Res, 9 Basie ot, Bowes Builders | Nooru'Hstrom, Jermyn st High Court Pot May 2 Ord | Grannl Gaon ‘auns, Goargate, Kent, Grocer Hastings 
BEGORY ‘ortune en, ers | Nostra, Hittor, Jerm: APLEY, J 
Rept 5 at 12° Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton ao : Pet Aug 26, Ord ; 
bans J, Ean ay, Printer Sept 6 at 11 ptcy en tie ete Martin, Devon, aw :. is Geese z, Belby, Yorks, Saddler York Pet 
y ug 2 
cher, Ely eenece, Casson South Shields, Roundabouts Proprietor | Owex, Witt1am Joy, Farnborough, ‘Tent, Builder Croydon | Srazer, Joux Painter Brigh 
; Son, New Rept d'at 12 Off Bec, 80, Mosley at, Newoastle om Tyne Pet Aug1 Ord Aug 22 28 ' Ord Aug 28 <i htre 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
oa FUND. LIMITED, 


sell, Bilson | 2a, MOORGATSE STEHREET, LONDON, H.C. 


Liverpool ESTAGLISHED [8 {89I. 


1, Strand 
dass | EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 


= | ’ SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING — MATTERS. , 








630 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have bee ucted under the direction and 
supervision of the. Conaredon. 








hes enable leanne Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seni 
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8rupp, Joux, Heaton Moor, nr Stockport, Restaurant Pro- 

prietor Manchester Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 27 
Tuomas, * mee Cardiff Cardiff Pet Aug 27 Ord 

A 
tuaeee 1 Tuomas Powys Owex, Eastbourne, Clerk East- 

bourne Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 23 
Waker, Gronce Frepenricx, Nottingham, Lace Manu- 

facturer Nottingham Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 26 
Watt, Eexest Evwanp, Ardwick, Manchester, Fruit Sales- 

man Manchester Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Wuitraxer, Epvoar, Stockebridge, Yorks Sheffield Pet 

Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Wiis, Encar Tuomas, Harpenden, Herts, Horticultural 

Sundryman &t Albans Prt Aug3 Ord Aug 26 
Wituis, Frepericx Arcurer. Harpenden, Herts, Fruiterer 

8t Albans Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 26 
Winorietp, James, Bromley, Kent, Nurseryman Croydon 

Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of June 28: 
Ho.ums, Wii114m, Wellingore, Lincs, Licensed Victualler 
Boston Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 23 

Surrn, Witt1am Hexny, Margate, Boarding House Keeper 

Canterbury Pet Aug 19 Ora’ Aug 21 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bixys, W, Bradford, Contractor Sept 9 at 3 Off Rec, 29, 
Manor row, Bradford 
BLakeway, Rocer Hervert, Brimfield, Hereford, Farmer 
9at2.15 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 
Bieackiey, Herve, Friday st, Manufacturer’s Agent 
Sept 10 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Broruwe.r, Witiiam, Birmingham, Fruiterer Sept 11 at 
12.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
CampBELL, Grorar, a vn Butcher’s Manager Sept 
10 at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpvol 
Cocks, Wituram Tuomas, King’s Lynn, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 7 7 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Consy, Myzr Levi, Liverpool, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Sept 11 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Cracuitt, Epwarp, Grasmere, Westmoviond, Farmer 
Bept 7 at 10.45 Commercial Hotel, Kendal 
Dawes, Marcaret, Swanton Abbot, Norfolk Sept 7 at 
12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Davies, WILuiam, Aberdare Glam, Collier Sept 7 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
pees, Apo.rus, New Coventry st Sept 9at 1 Bank- 
bldgs, Carey st 
Soca, P, Winchfield, Hants Sept 9 at 4 
Hotel, High st, Winchester 
Fixvow, "ARTHUR Cirement, Dudley, Grocer’s Manager 
Bept llat3 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudiey 
Gamauz, Saran, Melton Mowbray, Leicester Sept 11 at 
Off Rec, 1, Berrid, 
Gnsene Eanest, Coventry, 
High st, Coventry 
hea Cuarues, Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer Sept 9 
at 11.30 191 Corporation st, "Birmingham 
Joxns, Boutow ©, Bedford, Army Tutor Sept 10 at 10.30 
ire 
Kaitz, W, + staan sd rd East, we Dealer Sept 10 
atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 
Krust, Hounpwey, & Co, Snoseny Z Publishers Sept 11 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Laxg, Joun Bennett, Staverton, nr Cheltenham, Farmer 
Sept 7 at 2.30 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Layz, Tuomas Wats, Twyning, Teutedbors, Farmer 
Sept 7 at 3 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 
Licexce. Jonny, Leeds, Hairdresser’s Outtitter Sept 11 at 
on Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Lizsiicu, Hewry, Wardour «t, — Chemist Sept 10 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey 
Maavow, James, Alton, Hants. eates Sept 9at3 The 
George Hotel, High ‘st, Winchester 
Mantis, Wit BERT, Heanor, Derby, Timekeeper 
Sept 7at1l Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Mixer, Jouy, Birmingham, Potato Merchant Sept 11 at 
11,30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Noakes, Francis, Salehurst, Sussex, Farmer Sept 9 at 
11.30 County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 
Patrick, Josern THomas, Kendal, Boot Dealer ‘Sept 7 7 at 
11.15 Commercial Hotel, Kendal 
Parxz, W, C A Epwarps, Brighton, Dairymen 
Sept 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
SELies, i- Hewny, Morecambe, Engineer Sept 9 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Srariey, ya Jauns, Snargate, Kent, Grocer Sept 9 
at 1l County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 
Srerurns, Tom Geoscer, Selby, Yorks, Saddier Sept 11 at 
3 0 , The Red "House, Duncombe pl, York 
ApRAUAM, Southport, —- Sept 10 at 11 


The George 


st, Leicester 
‘ailor Sept 9 at 3 Off Rec, 


TayLor, 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 
TayHors, Pati, Salisbury, Builder = 10 at 2.30 Off 
, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbu: 
Wiveriewp, James, Bromley, Kent, Sapndyanen Sept 9 at 
12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Auttes, Wituas Jou, Ashley a Bristol, Postman 
Bristol Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 28 

Awyas, Roszrt, Woodh — or Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield 
Pet Aug 27 Ord A 

Barey, Haney, Birming 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 23 

Bart, Fraxyx, Harrow High Court Pet June 12 Ord 


Aug 26 
eet Grorce Lewis, Harrow High Court Pet June 12 


an, Cycle Maker Birmingham 


me... » Folling on Tyne, se aan te Fruiterer 
N on Tyne Pet Aug27 Ord A 

Bewsetr. Haney, Leicester, Cycle Maker Lisoke Pet 
Aug28 Ord Aug23 °* 

Biacxsurs, Georce, Cockermouth, en, Grocer 
Cockermouth Pet Aug9 Ord Au 

Baokessurrs, WILLIAM Teens, Mar ot Strand, Truro, 
Coachbui Truro Pet Aug28 Ord A 

CotutGwoop, Hexaey Watter O.ipsant, %, ers 
Nottingham Lincoln Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 





Cranxz, Ricnagp, 
Presto: 


Blackpool, Lancaster, Coach Painter 
n Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 28 
awe Witiam, A ,Glam, Collier Aberdare Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Aug 
Davigs, WILLIAM Ss, i Denbigh, Builder Bangor 
Pet Aug 28 A 
a, Se beffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet 
ug ug 
Fos Davin, Swansea, Butcher Swansea Pet Aug 28 
rd A 
FREESTONE, qnonen Jouy, Saffron Walden, Bam, Cycle 
Dealer bridge Pet July17 Ord Al 
Faves, Crain ng ne Wiis, Dane 38 » ashes 
High Court Pet Sept 18, 1906 
Laxe, Joun Bennett, Staverton, or Cheltecham, Farmer 
eltenham Pet Aug 26 Ord <= 
Lan > Tuomas WAL, _ ae Farmer 
Cheltenham Pet Aug rd Aug 24 
io ——y | abroks Dock Pe xk Pet Aug 26 Pem —, 
t Pembroke Dock Pet ue ® 
Licence, Jonn, Leeds, Hairdressers Outliter ‘Leods 
Aug 2% Ord — 
ys Luia1, mm] Hotel Proprietor Canterbury 
et Aug 27 ug 
MonTeriorE, | Bury 8t Edmunds, Lessee of Theatre 
Royal Bury 8t Edmunds Pet a & 11 Ord ena ee 
Mossor, Josspn Hexny, Lamplugh, © armer 
Whi > py 


Sundries’ Agent 
Walsall Pet 


a, Joun Wiss, Wallsend, seegenenger New- 
castleon Tyne Pet July 29 Ord Aug 

Parkes, Tuomas, , (a. *. ae Walsall 
Pet "Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Peake, Jonny Evwarp page Peterborough, Builder 
Peterborough Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Roperts, Hazon, Skipton, Yorks, Joiner Bradford Pet 
Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Rorarry, Atsert, Nunhead High Court Pet May 24 
Ord Aug 26 

Srar.ey, Gsorcs James, Snargate, Kent,Grocer Hastings 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Sreraens, ‘l'om Gone, Selby, Yorks, 8uddler York Pet 
Aug 27 Ord gy od 

os Wituam, Cardiff Cardiff Pet Aug 27 Ord 

ug 

Turnex, Taomas Powys Owen, ~~ _rrrmaee” Clerk East- 
bourne Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Vere, Cuargtes Herseet Montacue Amis, North Finchley, 
Klectrical Barnet Pet ne tad Ord Ord Aug 22 * 

babe So etlaghen bebo N a 3 t anu- 
acturer 19 ug 

Wuitraker, Eocar, Stocksb rides, —— Fc aemeee 
Victualler Sheffield Pet the Ord Aug 28 
Amended notice substituted for that published 

the Sane Saaethe of June 28: 

Hous, Wittiam, Welli Lines, Licensed Victualler 
Boston Pet June 22 oa Sane 22 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
a Epwakgp, Ni Builder Nottingham 
djud July 1, 1889 Annul Aug 23, 1907 
London Gasetis.—Tussvar, Sept. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atoas, Eanes, Sy Stonehouse, aan Glass Dealer 
Plymouth Pet 30 Ord Aug 30 

Broveu, CoaRves, Spl y, Lincs, Boston Pet 
Aug 29 Ord A 

Greenxscape, Lampgat, Tiverton, ~~ Yama Wheelwright 
Exeter Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Haweiss, Jous, Burnham on Crouch, Essex, ~ ea Mer- 
chant Chelmsford Pet i } "Ord A f= 

Ke.ity, Joun James, 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 30 

Kirk, Feaxcis Wituiam, Kingston A. Hull Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Aug 30 Ord A 

ew ys Poplar, Sees ne Tigh Court Pet Aug 
15 

Maatin, Samve. Teeeme, Bristol, Baker Bristol Pet 

Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Mepiwa, E H, Fulham, Furniture Dealer High Court Pet 
July 31 Ord Aug 28 

O’Heap, Atraep Georcs, and Faanx Nivp peg st, 
Costumiers High Court Pet July 20 Ord Ai 

Pasry, Ropert Rican, 7 Ce 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Ssymour, Wiu11am, Dorchester, Dorset, General Dealer 
Dorchester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 28 


Suonrizcp, Ropssr, ng Mani 
facturer High Court J Pet’Aug 20 Ord Aug 
— es pe 8 Livegonl Pet 


in 


u- 


U; 
era a. a , Christchurch, Southampton, 
uctioneer Poole Pet ‘Aug 30 Pet Aug 3) 
Sreinces, Joszpa Henny, wi 
Kidderminster Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Tistix, WitLtam, Southampton, Tailor 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Seupebe, WItuiam, suming, Grocer Birmingham 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 
Weavesn, Henry Bowane Widest Sanderstead, Surrey, 
Civil Servant Court Pot July 25 Ord Aug 3) 
Waseem, B? H, - pavement High Court Pet Aug 
Aug 
Weeree oe Fy Oxford, Schoolmaster Oxford 
Aug 3 
wai, 7, Fn nll Reading, Sports Outfitter 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 


FIRST MESTINGS. 


Aviex, Wittiam Jouy, Bristol, Postman Sept 11 at 11.45 
Off Rec, win st, Bristol - 

Asem, Rovest, Fite: In, Boefbeld or Sheffield, Tailor Sept 11 

pun. 1§ Toa on Tyne, and Grocer 


Peas truiterer 
Sept 11 at li Off , 80, Mosley st, Newcastle on 





Bexyztt, Haney, Leicester, Cycle Maker Sept 12 abt 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge at, Leicester 

Baoxensaine,. Witurasm Tsaomas, Truro, Coachb 
Sept 12at12 Off Rec, wea st, st, Truro 

Coaqpremea Hewry Wattse Oureganr, Cla 


Sept 12 at 12 Off Rec, 31, 
Lincoln 


ee x Wicxiam, Sheffield, Engineer Sept 11 at 
, Figtree ln, 8 heffield 
amen. Heway Tuomas, Rickmansworth, Builder Sept 
ati12 14, Bedford row 
Fayers, Water Coaaies, Crewe, Bookbinder Sept 19) 
12 Of , King st, Newcastle a 
Feaycis, Davin, Swansea, Batcher Sept 11 at 11.0 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
FRexstone, Geonce Joun, Saffron Walden, Essex, Og 
ealer Sept 11 at 3 The Rose and Crown E 
Saffron Walden P 
Kine, Rosgrt, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Painter 
at 11 Court House, Whitehaven 
Lewis, Arnotp Henry, Letterston, Pembroke, @ 
Merchant Sept 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queea'4 


Luckwe.tt, Haroup Tuoanxe, Spaxton, Somerset, V 
bar -we Sept 11 at 11.3) Of Rec, 26, Baldwin 


ris 
Martin, Samugt Watres, Bristol, Baker Septllati12 
Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol ‘ 
Mepixa, EH, Falham, Furniture Dealer Sept 18 af 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Mossop, pram 4 Henay, Lamplugh, Camberland, F; 
Sept 11 at12 Court house, Whitehaven 
O’Heap, Atrrep Groner, and Faanx Niop, Rege 
Costumiers Septilati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, 7 
Papwicx, Wituiam Guy, Mot ham, t, C 
Sept 11 at 11.80 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 7 
eee. 5 Haroip Skipton, Yorks, Joiner Sept 11 af 
29, Manor row, Brad: 
quem oe Wituay, | Boot 
urer 13at12 Bankruptcy bl es, Carey 
Sraeer, Joun, Littlehampton, Painter Sept 12 at 
Off Rec, 4, "Pavilion b 3, Brighton a 
Tinuis, Wiitiam, Southampton, Tailor Sept 12 at 11 
Rec, Midiand Bank chmbrs, High st. Southampton 
Tunes, Tuomas, Powys Owen, tbourne, Clerk 
12at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 'pldgs, Brighton 
Vesz, Caantes Herseet Monrtacue Auras, North Fiac 
Electrical ineer Sept iiati12 14, Bedford row ; 
Wart. Eanest Epwarp, Ardwick, Manchester, 
Sept 11 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Weaver, Heyray Epwaap Wicuiau, Sanderstead, & 
CivilServant Sept 12at 11 Bankruptcy bid, 
aie EH, Finsbury pymat Sept 13at11 


Witu1s, gp re Tuomas, Harpenden, Hertford, E 
cultural Sundriesman Sept 13 at i2 x Bedford m 

Witus, Faepsrick AxcHeEr, ——— H 

Fruiterer Sept 13 at 12.39 4, ford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Acar, Ernest, East Stonehouse, Devon, Glass D 
Plymouth bet Aug 30 Ord Sy 
Bueackuiey, Hessert, Frida ufacturer’s 
High Pet Augi1 Ord Aug 2% 
Baices, Henay, po pea st, Camden Town High C 
Pet July 19 Ord Aug 28 
Baoves, Caarues, Spilsby, Lincs, 
Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
— 1eege ApotpHe Leon Maagiz Emus, B 
Coventry st High Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 99 
Gray, Witu1am, Neston, Cheshire, Tumber Me 
Birkenhead Pet June 27 Ord Aug 29 
Greensctaps, Lampeat, Tiverton. commas 
wright Exeter Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Haragisox, Joun Wiiiiam, Hathersage, Derby, 
Derby Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 29 
a Cuaaies Huan, St George's sq, Regent's 
igh Court Pet March 22 Ord Aug dl 
Howton, Gx Govutsuan James, Leeds Leds Pet July 
Aug 30 
Kiex, Francis Witu1am, Kingston upon Hull 
upon Hull Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
ae Samozt Watrter, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
—» th. Ord Aug 30 
Panay, Ropeat Rionaxp, Tregartbh, Carnarvon, Rural P 
man Bangor Pet Aug 30 Ocd ange 
Psgrrivor, Joun Axpesw, Leicester ‘ianoforte D 
Leicester Pet July 26 Ord Au 
Baynes, Wittiam Borromiey, Browist stHouse High 
Pet May 16 Ord Aug 31 
Szymour, Wituiam, Tordington, Dorchester, G 
Dealer Dorchester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Siunetr, Atragp, Liverpool, Stock Broker Li 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Sraivgr, Cuartes Epwaagp, Christchurch, South 
Auctioneer Poole Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 20 ; 
om, bg mr pieensongten, Painter Brighton Pets 


Cam 


nkru; 


Sraixcer, by "exer, Stourport, va ; 
Kidderminster et Aug 30 Ord Aug 3 

Tay.on, Apeauam, Saige, Merchant Laverne 
July 31 Und Aug 30 

Tisuix, Poy e ppatengen, Tailor South 
Pet Aug 30 Ord A 

Tompxins, WILLIAM, Sicivshen, Grocer Birmi 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Wan. Eangst Eowaup, Manchester, Fruit 
Manchester Pet Aug 27 = ane 

Witus, Enea Tuomas, Ho 
Sundryman St Albans Aug 30 

Wiuis, Feepesice Azcuzs, Harpe: Herts, 
St Aibans Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 30 

p, Oxford, Schoolmaster ©: 
81 Ord Aug 31 


Womntete James, 
Waicary ‘Waves Suoorzes, Reading, Sports Outi 
Reading Fes fae atibated far th 
notice substituted pd that published in 
the London wer og I of Aug 20: 
Borys, Emaxver Wi1s08, en 
Pet July 18 Ord Aug 16 


, a 
bet ane 3 0 
nden, 





hE TP AA RET ee ET a Te8 


<ingstom 
Pet 
sate 
Dealer 
igh Court 
Generak 
Jiverpook 
hamptoa, | 
Pet Aug 
, Baildet 
1 Pe 


hamptem 


niagham 


Salesmas 





Oxfort 
Outfitter 





